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CHRISTIAN READER, 


PI will be faithful to thee, I ought to de- 
i Bey clare what a Tryal thou muſt expect of 
thy Faith. Ra 8 
Ie all promiſed ourſelves, now that the 
Government of our Sovereign Lord King 
GEORGE 2 ſo gloriouſly ſettled, we ſhould all fit doun 
quietly to practiſe our Religion, and purſue our Buſineſs, 
and praiſe our great God, for the great Things that have 
been done for us. *Twas moreover to be expected of thoſe 
that love and rejoice in ſo happy a Settlement, that if they 
have Learning and Abilities, they ſhould endeavour to 
open the Eyes of this Nation, to ſee what thoſe Principles 
are - that diſpoſe and bend many Proteſtants towards a 
Popiſh Succeſſion, carefully watching not to overſhoot the 
Truth, and run into a contrary Extreme, as we are all 

exceeding apt to do. 
Whilſt ſome are engaged this Way very laudably, 
here are unhappy Men, who, though they profeſs great 
RS Fiendſbip 


ly PREFACE, 


| Friendſhip #0 the preſent Government, and the Libertigs 
Mankind, in, which we believe them to be ſincere, arg 

et vun iuto Juch a Scheme of Notions about the Chriſtian = 
Religion, as tends to give the greateſt Honour and Strength 
p Papery; and, conſequently, the greateſt Handle and 
281 to the Friends of a Popiſh Succeſſion that 


Fur they do, in effect, tell the World that we cannot 
pull down Popery, unleſs we firſt pull drwn Chriſtia- 
nity. That we cannot overthrow the Myſtery of Iniqui- 
ty, waleſs we firſt deſtroy the Myſtery of Godlineſs. And 
is there indeed no way to weaken the Roman Govern- 
ment and Power, bur by deſtreping al Order and Faith 
in th Church? Is there no way to pull down the Papal 
Iddlatty, but by ſetting up another in its Stead? Aud 
does, indeed, the Romiſh Superſtition ſtand or fall 
with the great Doctrines of Chriſtianity, the Trinity, 
and the True Deity of Curz1sT? Are thoſe Friends 
to the Proteſtant Succeſſion, that will ſtrengtben our 
Hands againſt Popery, by taking away CHRIST, and 
the TxINITY, and the Gos p EI, from s? And 
muſt we be thus robbed of the faireſt Opportunity that 
ever was given to Proteſtants, to weaken the Popiſh In- 
tereſt for ever? And muſt we have nothing to do when 
fuch a glorious Opportunity preſents itſelf, but to turn all 
our Endeavours to defend the great Doctrines of Chriſ- 
tianity one againſt another, or to ſtand by and ſee how 
the Unitarian wilt pull down Antichriſt, by firft pulling 
down CHRIST, and the true Chriſtian Religion ? 1 
The firſt Grief about this, is at fo great a Sin and 2 
Diſhonour to GoD the Son, and Gop the Hol 1 
Ghoſt ; To ſee their proper Deity denied, and the Holy 19 
Scriptures grievouſty wreſted to defend ſuch a dangerous 


Error. 

The next Grief is, to ſee ſuch a great Abuſe of good 
Times, fo contrary to what our Prayers and Vous were, 
if it would pleaſe Gov to ſettle the Proteſtant Succeſ- 
e e : ſion 
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PREFACE v 
fion among u. This I ſpeak to thoſe Diſſenters that 
ſeem wilaly running into theſe ſtrange Doctrines, Is the 
propagating theſe Dofrines to the Ruin of Chriſti- 
anity, the Thing that G op calls us now to dof 1 
this your Way to anſwer your Prayers and your Vows, if 
GoD would ſettle the Proteſtant Succeflion among 
us 2 | 
And the next Grief is, that this Method ſo exceedingly 
ſtrengthens the Enemies, and diſtracts, divides, and 
weakens the Friends of the preſent happy and glorious 
Settlement. | | 
But the Grief of all Griefs is, that by ſuch dangerous 
Errors we lay ourſelves open to the Indignation of G 0D, 
and the Vengeance of Heaven. 2 
And now, Chriſtian, if thou askeſt how this neu 
Scheme of Chriſtianity i to be carry'd on, I will faith- 
Fully tell thee what is doing. 
. Firſt, Thou art to be told, that the ſaving Faith of 
Chriſtians, and the revealed Notion of Go d, as ha- 
wing what the Scripture calls, a Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghoſt, in the ſame Godhead ; thou art to be told, 
and I tremble to repeat it, that this moſt evidently reveal d 
Doctrine is abſurd, a Contradiction, and contrary ta 
common Henſe. 7 © 
If thou pleadeſt Scripture, thou art to be told, that 
thou do'ſt not underſtand the Scriptures ; or thou muſs 
tale it with their Interpretations ; or the Tranſlation is 
not right; or tis not ſo in the Original. F thou 
pleadeſt the Unity of Faith, that the Scripture reveals 
there ſhould always be in God's Church, in neceſſary 
Things ; and that there has been always Unity m this : 
This Unity of Faith is made light of by ſome, made 
nothing of by others; and there are thoſe that will even 
venture to deny the Fatt, becauſe they think this Unity 
is not fo viſible in the ſcattered Writings of the Fathers, 
as it has been in the publick Forms and Confeſſions fince 


phe Council of Nice, This Way of arguing will cer- 


tainly 
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vi PREFACE. 
tainly frrong) turn to "their Diſappointment : For the 
Unity of Twenty independent Fathers in the Main of a 
Doctrine, is of more Weight to prove Unity in Faith, 
than the Unity of a Hundred in a Syd, where a few 
muſt lead, and word a Doctrine for the reſt. 

When they are thus trying to explode the Notion of 
the Unity of Faith in God's Church, they next run 
down the Creeds, and Confeſſions of Faith, of the 
antient Churches, and of all the Proteſtant Churches 
fince the Reformation, which are ſo direcily againſt 
them. | 

It is acknowledged by us, that Synods and Creeds 
have been exceedingly abuſed ; but theſe Men do not try to 
ſeparate the Uſe from the Abuſe ; but run down the 
Agreements of the Churches of Chriſt, in the moſt plain 
and fundamental Things ; thereby to prejudice the World 
againſt what they know theſe Confeſſions are agreed in, 
viz, The Doctrine of the Trinity in the ſame 
GoDHEAD. 

And thus thou art taught to believe, that all theſe 
great and holy Synods, and all the godly learned Divines 
that have gone before us, were all Men that held a Faith 
againſt common Senſe, and could not diſcern the plain 
Senſe of Scripture, in what they uſually make the firſt 
Article of their Confeſſions. 

Thou may ſt believe, if thou wilt, that Uſher and 
Pearſon, Baxter and Manton, Barrow and Owen, 
were poor miſtaken Men in the greateſt Article of their 
Faith ; Men that could not diſcern common Senſe : And 
thou may'ſt believe, if thou wilt, that Whiſton and 
Emlyn, and a few ſuch, have more Infight into Scrip- 
ture, and more of the Spirit of God, than Gattaker 


ind Poole, Broughton and Hammond, or any that 


have gone before them, whoſe Praiſe 1s in all the 

Churches. 
And thou may'ft believe, if thou wilt, that all the 
godly learned Foreign Divines, of all the Proteſtant 
| | Countries, 


—— 
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PREFACE vii 
Countries, fince the Reformation, when they might think 
ſo freely as they would, yet have voluntarily, and under ub 
Force nor Temptation, agreed in that, as a main Article 
in all their Confeſſions, which theſe unhappy Men tell 
us is a Contradiftion to common Senſe ; as if they could 
not underſtand common Senſe, or would wilfully believe a- 
gainſt it. os | 
But, Reader, thou ſhalt find this is nothing but a 
Suare of Satan, to abuſe good Times, to divert us from 
better Mork, to try the Faith of this preſent Age, and, by 
all the Force of Sophiſtical Reaſon againſt the plain Re- 
velation of God, to batter the common Faith of all grod 
Churchmen, and good Diſſenters, to ſee if it will ſtand its 
Ground or 10. | | 
And what will theſe Great Men do in the End, 
when the Efforts of all their Learning and Subtilty, and 
(what is more than all the reſt) their Aſſurance that they 
are in the right,'s have been tryd, and run their full 
Length? do they imagine to remove the Church from its 
true Baſis, (where the Scripture hath placed it, Mat. 16. 
16.) the proper Godhead of CHRIST? Sooner ſhall. 
the Heavens be diſſolved, and the Earth removed out of 
its Place, than the Faith of one of thoſe be finally over- 
thrown that are given to Jeſus Chriſt, to ſecure the Suc- 
ceſs of his ſaving Woke Ih OD | 
And what a glorious - Atchievement ſhall theſe Men 
have to look. back upon, when that Scripture ſhall le ful- 
filled, (Matth. 21. 44.) Whoſoever ſhall fall on this 
Stone, ſhall be broken; and on whomſoever it ſhall 
fall, it ſhall grind him to Powder. e 
One would imagine, that the Men who fo earneſtly de- 
cry Implicit Faith, ſhould of all Men be moſt Enemies 
to it, when here their very Cauſe centers, in believing too 
or three Great Men to be extraordinarily illuminated, 
and all elſe to be uncapable, or unwilling to diſcern com- 
mon Senſe ; and the whole is left not upon plain Scripture 
wakedly propos d, but upon Liter pretations. Fur howſo- 


ever 
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ever they ſeem to try down Interpretations, tis evident © 
they mean all Interpretations but their on; for tis 
in Interpretations that their whole Strength lies. "I 
One would think, that thoſe Men that run down all © 
Synods, Creeds and Councils, under Pretence of ads © 
hering to Scripture alone, ſbould be in earneſt in their f 
exceeding Reverence for Scripture ; when in truth you ars © 
only called off from all the World, to look upon à few | 
| of this preſent Age, to ſee how they can try their Wit aud N 
1 Learning to wreſt the plaineſ# Revelation in the World, tis 
3 ferve a cunningly deviſed Fable, becauſe their Reaſon 
cannot eafily take in how theſe Things can be. *Tis 


= Sophiſtical Reaſon is the Idol all the World are called 
{ to bow down unto. Men will not believe God would' re. 
| veal any thing about himſelf to be true, but what he 


would enable us alſo to underſtand how tis; and more of 
. it indeed we might underſtand, if ue would but think 
5 Jome that have gone before ns, have been able to teach 


ul. | 2 
I do acknowledge, Reader, the Meanneſs of my Abili- 

ty, defiring that the Diſboncur of my Weakneſs may nus 

reſt upon the Cauſe, but upon me. However, I have a 

certain Love for Truth, which I know to be always the 

ſame, aud a guſt Anger at thoſe Time-ſervers that follow 4 


Faſhions in Religion, and run after every new Notion, 
[ | like Boys after a neu Show ; as if the Faith of a Chriſ- 
} tian were like the Schemes of Philoſophers, tis no great 


matter which fide you take, 
We are told the Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt, are 

T bree diſtinct Beings, of which the Father only is pro- 

per God, and the Son and Holy Ghoſt inferiour Be- 

ingt, and whatever Men pleaſe to make them. For while 
theſe Great Men tell us the Scripture has not reveal d 
what their Nature is, it is left to the Finiſhers of this 

Scheme to gueſs them to be what they pleaſe. And is this 
the Chriſtian Faith ? | 


Reader, 
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PREFACE. ix 
Reader, if thou loveſt Feſus Chriſt that bought thee, 


and the Holy Ghoſt that Janttifies thee, be not carried a- 


way with divers and ſtrange Dofrines ; ſtand by Truth, 
Old Truth, the ſtanding Faith of the Church of Cod; 
and the World muſt come about to thee again, after all its 
wild Rambles after new Notions. | 7 Wh 
If thou ackeſt the Light of Nature, what God is, it 
tells thee, He is the firſt Cauſe, neceſſarily exiſtent, Infi- 
nite, Eternal, Unchangeable, &c. But if thou askeſt God 
himſelf to tell thee what he is further by his Revelation, 
the Scripture tells thee, Thou muſt believe Jomething in 
him that is beſt expreſs'd by the Mord Father; ſome- 
thing in him that is beſt ſtiled the Wiſdom, Word, or 
Son of the Father; and next that there is ſomething elſe 
in God, which may be well ſtiled the Holy Ghoſt, er 
Holy Spirit, both of the Father and the Son; and 
thou muſt own it proper enough to call this Diſtinction 
in God by the Name of Three Perſons, becauſe the 
Scripture uſually ſpeaks of em in ſuch Words and Phra- 


ſes as we aſcribe to Perſons. The Diſtinction is real 


and great, and neither two of theſe will be the Chriſ- 
tian's God without the other. Whether this will - help thee 


or no, I know not; but more I dare not ſay. But when 
thoſe that deny the TRINII V are a little out of Breath, 
tis poſſible for thoſe that humbly believe and adore it, to 

help one another a little further, but never to comprehend 
it For who hopes fully to comprehend Go p? 


In the mean time, whether this is to be explained, or 
whether it is not, this thou muſt believe, becauſe tis plain- 


ty revealed, that there is but One God, or Divine 
Eſſence, and that the Nature and Eſſence of this GOD 
{ does belong to Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt ; for that 
= the Son is properly God, and the Holy Ghoſt properly 
God, Aud that there can be but One God, is as evi- 
dent in Scripture to me, as the Sun is in Heaven. And 
therefore this Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt, mnſt be a 
Diſtinction in the Godhead. Here then lies the Dif- 


8 » 


B ference: 
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ference We believe Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt, 
One Being, One God. Theſe Men make them T hree 
Beings, and ſo neceſſitate themſelves to deny the proper 
Deity of the Son and Holy Ghoſt, becauſe there can't 
be I hree nor Two Gods. And thus the proper Deity of 
Chriſt and of the Holy Ghoſt is denied by making them 
T hree Beings, and the whole Scheme of Chriſtianity is 


overthrown, that depends upon Chriſt's real and proper 


S ·⁰¹³¹ x 

Reader, if thou haſt any Love to thy Soul, Family, 
or Friends, thou wilt not, if thou canſi help it, ſuffer 
thyſelf or them to be in Doubt about the proper Godhead 
of Chriſt, or of the Santlifying Spirit. *Tis a dangerous 
T hing to doubt of thy Religion; and tit Satan's Snare, 
by theſe Inſtruments, to tempt thee, If thou wilt read 
their Books, take Help with thee to diſcover their Sophiſ- 


tical Reaſonings, and . ſhow what ſlaggers thee to ſome | 


able Miniſter. I know theſe Men of new Faith, they 
will tell thee, that thou muſt doubt, and try all Things; 
and if thou pretendeſt to be certain that God doth not 
deceive thee, when he tells thee ſo often Chriſt is Lord and 
God, they will call this a Pretence to be infallible. But 
theſe are Juggles of Satan. Religion, in its Fundamen- 
tals, is the cleareſt Truth in the World, and has the 
beſt Evidence ; and that which is made miſt certain, it 
is a Shame not to be certain of. If thou caiiſt not be cer- 
tain of thy Religion, thou canſt be certain of nothing; for 
nothing is more evident. GER | 
Thy Teachers often preſs thee to get, Aſſurance of thy 


Salvation, and to maintain it. I his thou canſt not have, 


if there be no Certainty of Faith for Hope to veſt upon. 


We muſt firſt believe the Doctrines of Religion to be moſt 
ſurely true, before we can build a quieting Hope upon them. 
Theſe Men therefore that would tempt thee to doubt of ſo 
great a Point as the Trinity, and the true Deity of 
Chriſt, tho” they may be good Men, yet thou mayſt ſay to 


them, as 2 faid to Peter, who was a good Man too, 


Get 
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Get thee behind me Satan; for good Men may be 
Satan's Inſtruments, to diſturb the Peace of thy Soul, aid 
70 overthrow all the Hopes of a Chriſtian, that have ſo 
long been building up in thee. | 9 

From the fi ft Time theſe new Netions appear d, it hath 
been declar'd on my Part, that they ſtrike at the Roct of 


te Scheme of Chriſtianity which we have learnt ; and 7 
did, many Tears ago, preach ſome Sermons to prove it. I am 


56 


ſure; we were always taught to believe it Fundamental, 


and I don't kniw what Divines ever doubted of it, that 
' were in greateſt Reputation among us. Turretin and 


Baxter, Corbett and Manton, Cc. I have quoted 


= elſewhere. But now, it ſeems, the very Notion of its 


being Fundamental is thought fit only to be made a "Feſt of ; 
but what ſome are pleas d to make a Feſt of, I have 


© endeavour'd to prove in Earneſt, by ſuch Arguments as 1 


* hope a Banter or a Scora will not overthrow. 


As I thuught for myſelf the Argument was too ſerious 
to be treated facetiouſiy, could I pretend to it; ſo Scorn and 
Banter, aud taking Advantage of ſmall Matters, with- 
out touching the main Evidence, will not affect (me, or) 
any true Judgment. I ſhould have drawn what I have 


' writ into a narrower Compaſs, if I had had more 


Strength of Body to bear more Study. But I judge tis 
in this Controverſy as tis in a Siege, where every one 


ſhould help. 


I have other plain Arguments on other Branches of this 
Controverſy, particularly ſome ou occaſion of Mr. 
Huddy's Sermon. But I would publiſh this firſt, be- 
cauſe I would not have the main Truths loft, in a Scufle 
about inferior Matters. And yet the Charge againſt that 
Sermon does not rum low Fur if the Notions of that Ser- 
mon, as there deliver d, be true, I think our Faith in 
the Catholick Church, and the Communion of Saints, 
ws at an End, and all Social Religion overthrown, and 
Room left only for a Mau to have a Faith and Religion to 
himſelf. _ 

| B 2 The 
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The Truth is, Matters are come to a fine paſs among 
1. Eraſtians ſay, Ne muſt not lay Communion upon 
Mens Converſations ; and truly there is little Regard 
every where had to that: And now we are taught that 
we muſt not lay Communion upon Faith. And I don't 
know what the Church has left to be try d or diſtinguiſh'd 
by, when Piety and Faith are both gone. 

It is a great Objection, That the Men that are engaged 
againſt us are Learned, and we are no Match for em. 
If this were true the more is the Pity ! But the Reputa- 
tion of Learning. ceaſes, when tis turn d againſt the 
Honour of Chriſt and the Faith of the Churches of God. 
God will defend his own Cauſe, and never want Inſtru- 
ments to plead it. | i 

Aud yet great Learning cannot be neceſſary to make an 
honeſt Judgment in this Controverſy : For of both Sides 
"tis own'd, That the plaineſt Chriſtians muſt judge for 
themſelves about it; and that the Scripture is plain, and 
brings down this Matter to mean Capacities. Fur the De- 
bate is not about the Trinity how tis, but about the ob- 
vious Meaning of plain Texts of Scripture. And, 


 methinks, Men that ſpeak ſo much againſt Implicit Faith 


ſhould ſearce think, that tuo or three Men, howſoever 
Learned, ought to be believed before all the reſt of the 
World. Learning will not alter the Nature of Truth 
and Falſhood. Bellarmine ſays; that the Pope can alter 
the Nature of Good and Evil, and make Virtue to be 
Vice, and Vice Virtue : But Bellarmine himſelf did not 
pretend to it, tho a greater Scholar, Mens Learning 
may overthrow many, and themſelves too; but can never 
overthrow God's Truth, or make that to be a Fahhocd 
which God hath made a great Point of Faith.. Lear- 
ning and Faith are tuo Things; and whoever will lock 
into the following Texts muſt needs believe it — Luke 
19. 21. Matt, 21. 15, 16, 1 Cor. 1. 26, 27, 28, 29, 


M,, 
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My. BAx TER ſaith; 


H x that denieth the Deity of Chriſt, denieth 
huis Eſſence ; and he that denieth his Eſſence de- 
nieth Chriſt, and is no Chriſtian. ® 


Dr. MAN TON ſaith; 


I ſhould ſeem a ſtrange Thing, that I ſhould 
go about to prove the Godhead of Chriſt, were 
not Blaſphemy grown ſo common, and appearing 
abroad with ſo bold a Forehead. Heretofore it 
was a grievous Abomination to the Children of 
God, when ſuch a Thought ruſhed into their 
Minds: But now ſome promote it as a ſettled 


Opinion. *Tis Satan's Policy to looſen a Corner- 


Stone, tho' he cannot wholly pull it out. He 
ſtriveth all that he can to make the main Articles 
of Religion ſeem at leaſt queſtionable. But, Chriſ- 


tians, be not ſhaken in Mind; the Foundation of 
the Lord ſtandeth ſure. I confeſs, I ſhould wholly 
= omit ſuch Diſputes : In fundamental Articles we 
'” ſhould not allow a Scruple. Thou ſhalt not enquire 
after their Gods, Deut. 12. 30. But when ſach Con- 
ceits are not only ſatanical Injections, but Mens 
ſettled Opinions, tis good to eſtabliſh the Heart 


in ſuch Principles as this is, That Chriſt is 
60D. 


Mr. BAxT ER ſaith ; 


__ Trax Doctrine of the Trinity in Unity, is the 
very Sum of all Chriſtian Religion, as the Bap- 
tiſmal 


— 


Bart. Ch, ift. Bps. f. 48. f Manton N Jude, p. 230, 
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tiſmal Covenant aſſures us. And what he means by 
Trinity in Unity, may be ſeen, p. 74. The Trinity in 
One Eſſence. Again, p. 75. vol. 1. The Scripture 
tells us, there are Three, and yet but One God. 
He tells s further, That there is One only God in 
Effence, in Three Eſſential Principles, in Three Sub- 
ſiſtences or Perſons, the Father, the Son, and the 

Holy Spirit. F , 2 VER 

Bur, for my own Part (Mr. Baxter ſaith further) 
as I unfeignedly count the Doctrine of the Trinity 
the very Sum and Kernel of the Chriſtian Religion, 
as expreſs'd in our Baptiſm and Athanaſiuss Creed, 
the beſt Explication of it that ever I read, fo 1 
think it very unmeet, in thoſe tremendous Myſteries, 
to go further than we have God's own Light to 
guide us. Aud vol. 4. p. 75. (ut ſupra) He ſays, 
Tis only the practical Belief of it can avail to Sal- 
vation. — & e Turret, vol. 1. p. 288. Queſ. 24. And 
I believe moſt Divines, that believe Chriſt to be 
real God, do hold it Fundamental, except the Fol- 
lowers of Epiſcopins, I mean, ſome Arminians, 
whom Biſhop Bull writes his Book againſt De 
Neceſſitate credendi, &c. Octavo. 125 


Learned Mr. CoR BET ſaith; 


Tu Doctrine of the Trinity, in the Unity of 
the Godhead, and of the Incarnation of the eter- 
nal Word, is the Baſis (or Foundation) of the 
Chriſtian Religion. ** | 6s 


Dr. 


—_— 


* Bax. vol. 4. p. 75. I Vol. 2. p. 80. ** Corbett s King- 
dom ef God among Men, p. 13. 
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A Dr. BAT ES ſaith; i 


(age 592.) Tür Doctrine of the Trinity is 
purely Supernatural; for the internal Diſtinction of 
the Perſons in the Divine Nature, by their incom- 
municable Characters, is only proper to God, Oc. 

(. Jo comprehend this) The | Attempt is imper- 
tinent; for God has revealed theſe great Myſteries 
ſufficiently for ſaving Faith, tho" not to ſatisfy raſh 

Curioſity. | | 
To believe ſavingly in Chriſt we muſt know, that 
he is the living and true God, and true Man, that 
died for our Redemption. | 

© (Page 505, 596.) *'T1s alledged, that if a Per- 

ſon ſincerely ſcarcheth into the Scripture, and can- 
not be convinc'd, that this Supernatural Doctrine, 
and others depending upon it, are contain'd in 
them, he ſhall not be condemned by the righteous 
Judge of the World, for involuntary and ſpecula- 
tive Errors. To this I anſwer : This Pretence hath 
deceived - many who were guilty of damuable 
Hereſies; and there is great Reaſon to fear, de- 
ceives Men ſtill. Who can ſay, that neither In- 
tereſt nor Paſſion, neither Hope nor Fear, neither 
Anger nor Ambition, have interven'd in his En- 
quiry after Truth; but he has prefer'd the Know- 
ledge of divine Truths before all temporal 
Reſpects, and yet he cannot believe what the 
Scripture reveals of the Nature of God, and the 
O Economy of our Salvation ? Let this imaginary 
Man produce his Plea; for I. believe there was 
never any ſuch, There are many that make 
Reaſon the Sovereign Rule of Faith, and deter- 
mine 
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mine ſuch Things cannot be true, becauſe they 
can't underſtand how they can be true. Prodigious 
Inference! the moſt abſurd of all Errors, that 
makes the narrow Mind of Man the Meaſure of 
all Things. This is the proper Principle of that 
Horrible Compoſition of Herefies and execrable Impieties, 
which ſo. many that are Chriſtians in Profeſſion, but 
Antichriſtians in Belief, boldly publiſh. They will 
chuſe to err in Matters of infinite Importance, rather 
than confeſs their Ignorance ; and, which is 
aſtoniſhing, they will readily acknowledge the De- 
fectiyeneſs of Reaſon, with reſpe& to their Under- 
ſtanding of themſelves ; but inſolently arrogate a 
Right to determine Things in the Nature of God. 
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Ten 1 BY to prove, That che 


Doctrine of the TRINITY, and the True 
DIT of Chriſt is Fundamental. 


M. Thor's Words are theſe: 


I is it heveſfary to Salvation, 
„ that we really believe, and be 
well grounded in the Perſuaſion 
of the Godhead of our Lord 
Jeſus Chriſt ? | 
Anſ. Let, tis a neceſſary Fundamental of our Faith, 
without which we cannot be ſaved. 
. What do you think of the Denyers of our 
Lord's Godhead ? aq 
C A. A. 
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4 41 Oerthrowers of the. neceſſary HF undamental: 
of our Faith; at Subverters of the Chriſtian Religion ;\ 
and, in this Particular, wat a whit, ms # than Jews) 
and Ons 25 Of of . | I 


A endet to c ay . 1 


propoſe, 1 will 175 — ths Preliminaries. 


1. Trar tis a vain Thing to hope to con- 
vince thoſe, that a Poctrine is Fundamental Truth, 
that do not believe 1 it to be a Truth at all. This 
therefore makes the wide Difference between ki 
and thoſe that are become our Adverſaries, that 
what they can't ſee to be a Truth, is to us the 
Heart and Soul of Chriſtianity, as a reveal'd 
Religion. As the Heart is to the Body the Centre 
of all the Veſſels that nvey about our Blood and 
Life; ſo is the true Deity of Chriſt the Heart and 
Centre of the Doctrines and Duties of Chriſtianity. 
A Chriſtian's Life is to live by Faith upon the Son 
of God, Gal. 2. 20. He that does not believe 
Chriſt to be the Son of God cannot live by the 
Faith of the Son of God. _ 

2d Prelim. Ir it be not fundamental on our Side, 
it muſt be ſo on the Side of our Adverſaries; for 
where Salvation is laid on the Belief of the Holy 
Ghoſt's Meaning in ſuch'a Phraſe, it muſt be eſſen- 
tial to believe the true Meaning, whether it be 
theirs or ours; and if theirs: be the true Meaning, 
ours muſt be a fundamental Error: For where Sal 
vation is laid on the Holy Ghoſt's Meaning, it 
muſt be on that, which is, in the main, the true 
Meaning ; otherwiſe it is not Faith, but Error 
and Miſtake. Therefore, tho“ our Adyverſaries 
may profeſs what they call Char "ths. for a while, 
that Charity cannot laſt long; ; for, ingtrue rational 
Judgment, if they are not in a Fundamental Error, 

I they 
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they muſt judge others ſo, as I hall hereafter ur- 
ther ſhew. And yet, 2 

zd Prelim. F that hold that Chriſt made 
the World, upholds the World, and governs it, 
and hath all the Perfections of Eternity, Ommnipo- 
tence, Omniſcience, communicated by the Farher, 
do, to me, ſeem to own the proper Deity of 
Chriſt in Re, while they deny it in Nomine. But 
while they make the Son a diſting Being from the 
Father, do really make more proper Gods than 
One, and ſo deſtroy the Unity of the Godhead 
they profeſs to contend for: For he that can make, 
uphold, and govern the World, and has Perfee- 
tions to enable him to do it perfectly, ſuch a Be- 
ing muſt be properly God; and there can be but 
One ſuch; nor can there de ſuch a Communica- 
tion of Perfections from one Being to another, in 
ſuch manner as they are aſeribed to Chriſt. It 
ſhocks the cleareſt Notions of Reaſon and natural 
Religion, as I ſhall elſewhere ſhew. 

4th Prelim. But the grand Preliminary I would 
lay down, is to ſtate the true Notion of this 
Phraſe, Son of God, which occurs ſo very frequent 
in the New Teſtament, by demonſtrating, that 
when Chriſt is called God, or Son of God, the. ſame 
Thing is ordinarily meant and intended, viz. To 
deſcribe what he is that took our Fleſh ; that he is 
God, true and proper God, the Nature and Eſſence 
of God is his Nature and Eſſence. But he is more 
Properly, and therefore more frequently ſtiled The Sen 
of God, to diſtinguiſh him from the Father : For 
tho the Gedhead be his Nature and Eflence, yet 
he is 4 Sn in that Godhead, and not the Father. 
If the former of theſe. be granted, that the Word 
God and the Phraſe vn of God, when aſcribed to 
Chriſt, are ſynonimous, it follows, that when the 
Streſs of Salvation is laid upon the Phraſe Son 4 

C 2 Go 
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God, it is the ſame as if it were laid upon his 
being called God. And that the Scripture moſt 
frequently lays Salvation upon believing him to be 
the Sn f God, ſhews the Propriety of the Scrip- 
ture Pnraſe, that lays the greateſt ſtreſs upon that 
which is Chriſt's moſt proper Character; for tho? 
Chriſt be God, yet he is withal a Sor, to diſtinguiſh 
him from the Father in the ſame Godbead. And if, 
by the Current of Scripture, it can be abundantly 
roved, that Chriſt is proper God, and that the 
FR and Eſſence of God, is his Nature and 
Eſſence; and his being call'd Sn of God, is ſynoni- 
mous with his being called God, it will follow, that 
where 1t is made eflential to believe him to be the 
Sou of Cod in the higheſt Senſe, it is there made 
eſſential to believe him to be proper Gd. 
To clear this Matter fully once for all, we will 
| ſtate the Notion of the Phraſe Son of God, under 
the following Text. | 158 


'A Preliminary Diſcourſe of Chriſt as the 
8 Son of God. rol 


— — ar Pay 


John 1, 34. And I ſaw and bare Record, that 
| this is the Son of Ged. . 
ö 


I. 18S HAI I ſhew, that it cannot be ſuppoſed, 
that the ordinary Meaning of this Phraſe is 
doubtful. F . 
II. Ir it cannot be ſuppoſed doubtful, but 
plain, what is the plain Meaning of it? 


I. I SHarr ſhew, that it cannot be ſuppo- 
ſed that the ordinary Meaning of this Phraſe is 
doubtful. Firſt of al, becauſe the Scripture beirg 
a plain Rule, for plain People, muſt be ſuppoſed to 
uſe Words and Phraſes in a Senſe obvious and in- 
W telligible; 


— 


telligible; How elſe is it a plain Rule? 2. Be- 
' cauſe the Phraſe is of ſuch common Uſe in the 
New Teſtament, and therefore muſt be ſuppoſed. 
to have as obvious a Meaning as the Nature of 
the Thing intended by it will bear. 3. Becauſe a 
very great Streſs is laid in Scripture upon that 
Senſe which the Holy Ghoſt or i it. Now 
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tis God's Meaning in his Word is the Object of 
Faith. John 20. 21. Theſe Things are written that ye 
might believe, that Jeſus is the 29 7 the Son of God, 
and that believing you might have Lite thro” his Name. 
John 3. 18. He that believeth not is condemned already, 
becauſe he hath not believed in the Name of the only be- 
gotten Son of God. 1 John 2. 23. Whoſcever denieth 
the Son hath not the Father. 1 John 4. 14. Whoſcever 
hall confeſs, that Jeſus Chriſt is the Son of God, God 
dduelleth in him, and he in God. Now, when ſo 
great a ſtreſs is laid on the Belief of the Meanin 
of the Holy Ghoſt in this Phraſe, whatever Myſ- 
tery there is in the Matter reyeal'd thereby, the 
Phraſe itſelf muſt be ſuppoſed to have an obvious 
Meaning. It the Thing be difficult, that can't be 
help'd. The Scripture only reveals Things as they 
are; but if the Phraſe be obſcure, it impeaches 
the Revelation for laying ſo great a ſtreſs upon the 
Beliet of God's Meaning in Words and Phraſes, 
that are yet obſcure, and apt to miſſead us. The 
Phraſe therefore muſt be ſuppoſed to have an ob- 
vious and plain Meaning. 

2. WHar then is the Meaning? 

I. Soms ſay, Chriſt is called the The See 
Son of God, becauſe he was born of a Wb 'of 
Virgin in a miraculous manner, by Chriſt being 
the Holy Ghoſt. Luke 1. 35. There- the Son e 
fore that Holy Thing that ſball be born of Sed conju- 
hee ſhall be called The Sou of Cod. But * 
this cannot be all the Accounts upon which Chriſt is 
R * Ned 
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called the Sn of Cd; becauſe; Firſt, Chriſt had 4 
rerexiſtent Nature: "Before Abraham was I A 75 f 


ohn 8. 58. John lays, He is preferred before me, be- 


cauſe he was before me, John 1. 15. John 3. 13. John 


6. 62. He has this Natufe from his Father; and 
this Nature is called the Nord, or Sn, which are 
evidently uſed by St. John as ſynonimgiis. Jom 
1. and 18. compared, and Heb. 7. 3: Tis ſaid of 
Melchiſedec, He was made like unto the Son of God, 
becauſe he was without Father, without Mbot her, f 
without Deſcent, having neither Beginning of Days, nor 
Eud of Life. Now, Chriſt, as Man, as born of a. 
Virgin, had. a Genealogy and a Deſcent, David 
was his Father, and Mary was his Mother ; and 
therefore his being here call'd the Sor of God, can- 
not mean, As he was born of a Virgin. 2. Chriſt 
is often, ſpoken of as having been God's Sn antece- 
dently to his taking our Nature, Heb. 1. 2. He 
made "he Worlds by his Son; ; which was before his 
Incarnation. 1 John 4. 9. God ſent his only begotten Son 
into the World. Rom. 8. 3 2. God ſent his own Son in 
the likeneſs of finful Fleſh. 1 Tim. 3. 16. He was God 
manifeſted. 1 John 3. 8. 7% Son of God was man- 
feſted. Which Places ſu ppoſe him to be God, and 


wy of God; before he was manifeſted in the Fleſh, 


Tis evident that of Lake 1 only to Chriſt's 
Humane Nature, that holy Thing which ſþall be born, 
or begotten, of the? ; hall be caled the Son God. Now, 
tis evident, it is not the ſuperior, but the infe- 
rior, or Humane Nature of Chriſt that was be- 
gotten' of the Virgin. This was therefore ſo or- 
dered, that Chriſt might be called the Son of God, 
both as to his Humane and as to his Divine Nature. 
4. I ſhall ſhew, that the Phraſe Son of God muſt import 


him to be a Being related to God in a higher 


Senſe, and call'd Son of God in ſuch an high Senſe 


as his Conception can't anſwer to. But farther, 


5. The 
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5. The Anſwers. to Mr. Biddle's Catechiſm, Ef- 
avick and Dr. Owen, do deny that Chriſt is the Son 
of God, upon the account of his Incarnation at 
all, alledging, that he was only manifeſted to be 
the Son of God, or proved to be ſo, by his extra- 
ordinary Birth, wherefore he ſball he call d the Son of 
God. They ſay, that Chriſt is only the Son of 
God, as God, as God's natural and proper Son, 
and ever was the Son of God, it being his Perſonal 
Property to be God the Son, and not God the Fa- 
ther, It is alledg'd, that there were ſeveral Ways 
wherein God was to manifeſt, declare, and prove 
Chriſt's Eternal Godhead or Sonſhip to the World; 
his Reſurrection was one, his Exaltation another, 


his perpetual Prieſthood another, and his mira- 


culous Conceptien and Incarnation was deſigned 
to be the firſt miraculous Proof of his Godhea 

and Eternal Sonſhip. As to the firſt mention d of 
theſe, his Reſurrection, tis evident from Rom. 1. 4. 
that he was not then made, but declared to le, the 
Son of God; and ſo his Reſurrection was deſign d 
as à grand Proof of his Godhead or Eternal 
Sonſhip, which is aſſerted, Fſalm 2. 7. And 
tis evident Chriſt is not the only begotten Son on the 
account of his Reſurrection, being call'd elſewhere 
the firſt begotten from the Dead, Rev. 1. 5. He was 
the chief begotten, not the only begotten, from the Dead. 
Rom. 1. 4. By his Reſurre&ion he was not made, 


Ws % 
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but declared to be the Son of Cod with, Pouer. And 
24). his Exaltation, is conſequent on his Eternal 
Sonſhip, and deſign'd as another Proof and Mani: 
feſtation of that Eternal Sonſhip mentioned Pſal. 2. 
2. Tas to be, expected of God's Natural and, 
Eternal Son, that he ſhould be Heir of all Things, 
and have the higheſt Power and Dignities, which as 
Man muft be conferred upon him, while yet, as God, 
it was his Right by Inheritance, Heb. r. 4. Ang 
2 ur- 
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further, 35. his Eternal Prieſthood was another 
Proof of his being God's Eternal Son, the Prieſt- 
hood having been anciently the Privilege of Pri- 
mogeniture; and ſo this, in part, refers to his be- 
ing a Prieſt after the Order of Melchiſedec, it being 
thought to be the Cuſtom in the Patriarchal Age 
for the Prieſthood and the Primogeniture to go 
together. Now, tis ſappoſed, this miraculous In- 
carnation of Chrilt was deſign'd for no more, nor 
no other, than as the firſt grand Manifeſtation and 
Proof of Chriſt's Godhead, or Eternal Sonſhip : 
And to ſtrengthen this, tis obſerv'd, that the Text 
ſays, Wherefore that Holy Thing ſhall be call'd the Son 
of God; that is, This ſhall be one main Proof up- 
on which he ſhall be receiv'd and own'd to be the 
Son of God; and tis poſſible, that Pfal. 2. 7. is not 
apply'd to Chriſt's Incarnation, as tis to the fore- 
mention'd three other Manifeſtations, leſt Men 
ſhould be tempted to take that Text only in this 
low Senſe of it, if it ſhould haye been applied 
hereunto. And tis faid , Chriſt could not pro- 
perly be God's Son, but only be proved and ma- 
nifeſted to be ſo, upon the account of his miracu- 
tons Conception, for theſe Reaſons — 

I. Ir by his Incatnation he was not only mani- 
feſted, but made God's Son, he ſhonld rather be the 
Son or the Begotten of the Holy Ghoſt than of the 

Father, for ſo Matthew (1. 20.) ſays exprefly, T hat 
which is conceived of her is of the Holy Ghoſt. ver. 18. 
She was found with Child of the Holy Ghoſt. And, 
2. This Begetting of the Holy Ghoſt can be only 
meant of his inferior Nature. The ſuperior pre- 
exiſtent Nature was not begotten of the Virgin ; 
and *tis abſurd to ſuppoſe, that Chriſt ſhould be 
call'd the Son of God and Son of Man'upon the 
fame account, when Son of God is evidently the 
Character of that ſuperior Nature, which was not 


be- 
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gotten of the Virgin, but was pre- exiſtent. And 
Nader, 3h. Tis ſtrenuouſly pleaded, that the 
Scripture makes a plain Antithefis between Chriſt's 
being the Son of God and Son of Man, and ſays 
expreſly, as to the Fleſh, he was the Son of David, 
but as to his Divine Nature the Son of God, which 
is there call'd'the Spirit of Holineſs, Rom. 1. 4. Which 
Text Dr. Owen vindicates at large, and quotes 
other Texts to prove the like Antithefis and Oppo- 
ſition between Chriſt's being the Son of God and 
the Son of David. And further, '4/y. Dr. Ouen al- 
ledges, If Chriſt was to be called the Son of God 
as he was Man, it would be uſual for the Scrip- 
tures ſo to call him, peculiarly on the account of 


% his Humane Nature; which, he ſays, the Scripture 
does not do. To which may be added, 5%. Chrilt 


as Man is ſaid, Heb. 2. 7. to be made a little lower 
than the Angels, whereas the Sou of God is faid to 
have obtain'd by Inheritance a more excellent Name 
than they; and tis ſaid, Heb. 1. 4, 5. To whith of the 
Angels ſaid he at any Time, T hou art my Son, this Day 
have I begotten thee. And again, I will be his Father, 
and he ſhall be my Son? It evidently imports a fort of 
Sonſhip, to which that of the Angels, who yet are 
the Firſtborn Sons of God by Creation, bears no 
Compariſon. Upon occaſion of which all the An- 
gels of God are commanded to worſhip him, (Heb. 1. 
6.) when. the Firſt-begotten ſhould be brought into the 
World; whereas Dr. Barrow and others ſhew, that 
the Creation of the Angels gave them a ſort of 
Sonſhip full as miraculous and great, as Chriſt's 
miraculous Incarnation alone can be ſuppoſed to do. 
Neither can theſe Phraſes be applied to Chriſt's 
Exaltation only, becauſe it is ſaid, Chriſt was 
above Angels by Inheritance, and when this Firſt-begotten 
was brought into the World, the Angels were bid to 
worſhip him; whereas his Exaltation was conſequent 
| 3 upon 
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F. bis Suffering and Death, and, as far as the 
oo had its ſhare in it, is expreſly declared in 
the whole 1 to be the Reward of his Suffer 
ings: Phil. 2. S. Pſal. 1 10. 7. John 5. 27. This then 
is. not all the Accounts, nor the great Account, on 
which Chriſt. is called the n of God, that he was. 
miraculouſly born of a Virgin. But. 
ou: Oran ty. TEMAS 
Dr. Lock: of Cod is but another Phraſe for Meſſiah, 
ry of os and. that theſe are uſed as ſynonimous 
Sow of God, Terms Now, to confute this Senſe 
confused. alſo, we ſay, 1. That Meſjah, as al- 
ſo the Words Jeſus and Chriſt, denote 
the Offices he was veſted with; but this Phraſe 
Sen of God denotes the Nature of him that poſſeſſes 


_ theſe Offices. Son of God tells us what he is, and 


Meſfiah tells us what, bis Errand is. And this I 
prove, 1. If the Phraſe Son of God does not denote: 
bis Nature, but is only a Paraphraſe for Meſſah, 
then we have no Word to ſignify what his pre- 
exiſtent Nature is, his being call'd. Jeſus, Meſſrah, 
and Chriſt, are all but Names of his Offices, and 
bis being called the Word of God, will ſcarce be 
allowed to Fer any more than an Office' reveal- 
ing the Will of God. Now, it is a ſtrange Thing, 
if the Holy Scripture requires us to believe a pre- 
exiſtent Nature, or Being, to take ſuch high Q&- 
fices, and yet gives us no Name to that Being. 2. It 
ſeems evident to be the Deſign of the Holy-Ghoſt 
more fully to reveal. what the Meſſiah was the 
Jews expected, by telling us, that he is really the 
Son of God. 1 is not credible, that the New- 
Teſtament ſhould tell us no more of the Nature 
and Eflence of him that became the Meſſiah than 
the Old. If the Sn of God be only another Phraſe 
for Meſſiah, then we are as much in the dark as 
ever to know what this Being is that thus became 

- Meſſiah. 
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Meſſiah. But 3. tis moſt. evident from the Form 
of Expreſſion frequently uſed, that this Phraſe Son 
does explain, and is intended to explain 

what Chriſt the Meſſiah is: Aci, 8. 37. T believe, 


| that Jeſus Chriſt is the Son of the Living God. Ad 


. 20, Aud ſtraituay Paul preach d in the Synagogue 
Chrif, that 1 is the Son of God. John 4. 14. We 
have ſeen and do teſtify, that the Father ſent the Son to 
be the Saviour of the World: Firſt a Sn, and then a 
Saviour; not a Son becauſe. a Saviour. So ver. 15. 


N hoſoever ſhall confeſs that Jeſus Chriſt is the Son of 


q God. Many ſuch plain Phraſes do evidently ſhew, 


that the Scripture, by the Phraſe Son of God, re- 


® veals further to our Faith what Chriſt the Meſſiah 
is; elſe ſuch Texts muſt; be all Tautologies. 
4. This Notion will make Son of God to be only 


a Title of Honour belonging to the Meſſiah, 
whereas begotten and only begotten import a real Son- 
ſhip 1n an extraordinary Manner. 5, I ſhall prove, 


that this Phraſe Son of God does import his Eſ- 


ſence who was Meſſiah ; and ſo is not a mere Ti- 
tle and Paraphraſe. | 
III. TRERE are others do fay, , 
that this Phraſe Son of God does de- The new Ne- 


ho 1 i ti he 
note the Nature that Chriſt has diſ- — 8 


tin& from his Humane Nature, and ated. 


how he came by it. They ſay, the 
Son has not the ſame Nature with the Father, but 


is a diſtinct Being from the Father, an inferior Be- 


ing, and that the Father is only God, and gave 
the Son this Being immediately, without any In- 
ſtrument; and this, they ſay, is call'd begerting. 
Some ſay, this inferior Being was from Eternity, 
and others ſay, tis only Eternal as to us, that is, 


before Time: But ſtill they ſay, what ſort of Be- 


ing Chriſt hath, is not reyeal'd. Some ſay, that the 


Divine Perfections of Omnipotence, Omniſcience, 
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Omnipreſence, are only communicated from the 
Father to this inferior Being, but do not deſcribe 
his Nature, becauſe theſe Perfections are not his 
own. The Anſwer to Mr. Troſſe, and others, who 
allow Chriſt to have a in r Nature, do yet 
diſpute away all theſe Perfections from him; and 
this Nature that Chriſt has diſtinct from the Fa- 
ther, and inferior to him, is what they call the on- 
ly begotten Son of God. Now, the Reaſons why 1 
cannot believe, that this is the Meaning of the 
Phraſe Son of Cod are theſe that follow. Becauſe, 
1. Still the Nature of Chriſt is own'd to be unre- 
veal'd: And muſt we, like the Samaritans, (John 4. 
22.) worſhip we know not what ? or like the Athenians, 
(As 17. 23.) who had an Altar to an wnknown 
God, worſhip a Being and Nature the Scripture 
gives no Account of? 2. That Note of Mr. Sa- 


muel Clark upon Matth. 1. 20. has certainly Weight 


in this Caſe. He faith, the Holy Ghoſt cannot be 


called the Father of Chriſt as Man, becauſe he be- 


ſtowed on Chriſt a different Nature from his own, 
which is the Part of a Creator, not of a Begetter. 


Chriſt is called the only begotten Sn. Now, it the 


Father has produced a Being of a different Species 
or Kind from his own, this cannot be called beget- 
ting, but creating, as that holy Man thought. Let 
it be further obſerv'd, ſome Unitarians ſay, Chriſt 


is called begotten, by being conceived by the Holy 
"Ghoſt as an Inſtrument. Theſe Men ſay, that be- 
getting is to give a Thing a Being immediately 
without any Inſtrument. And how can theſe two 


be reconciled ? The natural Notion of begetting is 
to communicate a Nature of the ſame Species or 


Kind with that of the Begetter; and in God it 


muſt be the ſame individual Eſſence; for there can- 
not be two Gods. 3. Chriſt is called God's own 
Son, God's proper Sn, the Son of himſelf | 73 bios, 


rr per 
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ie MW wmertpe 13ov, viov Exvrs)] and the Father is called his 
de proper Father, which cannot be apply'd to a meta- 
is | Pphorical Sonſhip, Rom. 8. 3 2. John 5.18. And far- 
ther, 4. The Word Son and the Word begotten are 
ſo often uſed in Scripture, and ſo great a ſtreſs is 
laid upon the Holy Ghoſt's true Meaning therein, 
that we muſt believe it meant in that Senſe which 
is moſt open and obvious to all Mankind, as far 
as the Subject will bear it. Tis true, no Words 
taken from among Men, to expreſs ſuch high 
: Things, can be taken in the ſtri& univocal Senſe ; 
> © but that which, cateris paribus, ſeems neareſt to the 
natural Senſe is moſt likely to be the Meaning of 
5, 

2 


the Holy-Ghoſt : And this Character, I ſhall ſne w, 
does belong to a higher and another Senſe of this 
IF Phraſe. © And further, 5. It does not appear, that 
ever the Jews or Heathens that Chriſt converſed 
2X withal, ever took this Phraſe Son of God in this in- 
ferior Senſe. When Chriſt called God his Father, 
and owned himſelf his Son, they quarrel'd with 
him about it. John 5.18. they charge him with 
making himſelf God; John 5. 18. that he made him- 
c ſelf Equal with God. Did the Jeus wilfully miſun- 
5 derſtand the Meaning of his Words and Phraſes ? 
q Or did they not rather take the Words as all other 
t Men would, and charge him with Blaſphemy upon 
FT 

f 

; 

) 


2 
I 1 74 


bp. 


his Meaning in them? The common Evaſion, that 
Chriſt is God by Office, will no way anſwer upon the 
Scheme I am now confuting. Beſides, . if the 
Word God denotes an Office; how can it be prov'd 
that the Phraſe Son of God does ſo too? which was 
the Phraſe upon which they founded their Charge 
of Blaſphemy. Did the Blind Man, John 9. 38. 

when Chriſt told him he was the Son of God, take 
it in this inferior Senſe, when it ſo naturally ſug- 
geſted to him the Notion of Worſhip? Says Chriſt, 
Doſt thou believe on the Son of God? It is he that talketh 
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with thee—— Says the Blind Man, Lord] I believe. 
And he worſhipped him. If the Phraſe Son of God de- 
notes an unrevealed Nature, what could he believe 
or underſtand about it? or what Notion of Wor- 
ſhip could it ſo naturally ſuggeſt unto him? Fur- 
ther, 6. If the Phraſe Son of God denotes an unre- 
vealed Nature, that is, a Being we know not of 
what Kind or Degree, how could Men underſtand 
or take in any Notion, from a Phraſe which had 
no reyeal d Notion affixed to it? or what Uſe of 
the like Phraſe in any Language could lead Men 
naturally to fix ſuch an Idea to ſuch a Phraſe, Ss 
of God ? wiz. that he is a Being we know not of 
what Rank or Kind, receiving its Exiſtence imme- 
diately from God. What cuſtomary Uſe of the 
Word Son, or Phraſe Son of God, could lead Men 
to fix ſuch an Idea to theſe Words? ME 
As to the Notion itſelf, it muſt be an infinite 
Degradation of Jeſus Chriſt, becauſe, if Chriſt | 
has not an infinite Eſſence, he muſt have a finite | 
one ; and there can be no Medium. And as for 
the Communication of Perfections properly Divine, 
theſe cannot be communicated to another Being, 
becauſe God's Perfections are Himſelf; nor can a 
Being of infinite Sovereignty give up ſuch an entire 
Management to another Being ; he will not give ſuch 
Glory to another. Is not this to bribe away the 
Supreme Honour from himſelf, which naturally 
follows the Regent, or Perſon inveſted? Or how 
can a Being of perfect Life be the unactive Spec- 
tator of another's Management? How can any 
finite Being be made par negotio? Can a finite Being 
weild infinite Perfections, or be made capable to 
ſuſtain, govern, know, judge, manage, all Perſons | 
and Things, in all Times and Places, perfectly as 
Jeſus Chriſt does? But tis not the Notion I am 
now confuting, but the Meaning of the Phraſe Son 
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of God. What we ſay therefore is this, that this Phraſe 
Son of Cod does not genote, it is not apt to denote 
à Being or Nature inferior to God himſelf. Angels 
are called the Sons of God, which is their meta- 
phorical Character; but if the ſuperior Nature of 
Chriſt hath nothing but a meraphorical Name, no 
way hinting his Nature, what Idea of Chrift can 
Men — „ in by it, ho yet they own is to 
be worſhip'd? | e 
IV. WRA T then is the true Meaning of this 
Phraſe Son of God? The apy, fays Chriſt is 
God's proper Son, the Son of himſelf ; and naw 
& tural Reafon tells us (ſays Clendon) that as the 


Son of a Man muſt be a Man, ſo the Son of God 
„ muſt be God, true and proper God, as the Fa- 

„ ther is.” And if natural Reaſon tells us ſo, all 
Mankind will be apt ſo to underſtand the Phraſe. 


And God does not defign to deceive us, if there 
be a Myſtery in the Thing, becauſe it is ſo much 
above us, that God ſhould have a Son of his own 
Nature. We dare not ſuppoſe there is an abſtruſe 
Meaning in a Phraſe that the Scripture uſeth ſo 
often, and layeth ſo great a Streſs upon Believing. 
This very Senſe that our Adverſary Clendon tells us 


natural Reaſon would lead us ro put upon the 


Phraſe, does appear to be the Senſe in which all the 


World would take it. r. The Pagazs, to whom 


this Goſpel was to be preach'd; would immediately 
take in, that the Son of God muſt be a God, but 
perhaps Polytheiſm with it, which natural Reli- 
gion did not lead them to believe. 2. We know 
the Jeus did ſo take the Phraſe, John 5. 16. John 
10. 30. that he made himſelf God, and equal with 
God, becauſe he called God his Father, and himſelf 
the Son of God. 3. The Mahometans, that deny 

the 
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the Thing, yet take the Meaning of the Phraſe. 
aright, as importing, that God hath a proper 
Son. And tis evident alſo that Chriſt owns the 
Senſe of the Words, in that he never rebukes the 
Jews. for putting ſuch a Meaning upon his Words, 
which he was bound to do, if they had ſo groſly 
miſunderſtood him. In the 5th of John, from the 
17th Verſe and onward, he does not deny the 
Senſe they put upon his Words, and in the roth of 
John, from the zoth to the 36th, he does not make 
himſelf a God by Office, as the Socinians ſay; but 
only argues from an acknowledged Rule, a minori 
ad majus; If Magiſtrates be Gods, becauſe they 
have a Part or Image of Divine Power, how much 
more- muſt he be God, that was intruſted with all? 
And tis here obſervable, he whom the + Jews call 
God in the 33d Verſe, Chriſt owns to be the Son of 
God in the 36th Verſe; ſo uſing the Words pro- 
miſcuouſly. And further, 4. The Word God and 
Phraſe Son of God are uſed in Scripture as ſynonimous 
Terms in the 1 John x. The Word that is there 
called God, is ſaid, ver. 10. to be the only begotten 
Son, which is in the Boſom of the Father, who reveals God 
to 245- 1 John 5. 20. Ve are in him that is true, even in 
his Son Jeſus Chriſt : 8T6g és, T HIS is the true God. 
Here the Son of God is true God. In 1 Tim. 3. 16. 
tis God manifeſted in the Fleſh; 1 John 3. 8. tis the 
Son of God manifeſted. The Words are uſed promiſ- 
cuouſly, ſometimes God, ſometimes the Son of 
God, ſignifying the ſame Thing. Further, 5. Let 
us conſider the Places where the Phraſe Son of God is 
uſed. Many Places evidence, that the Phraſe na- 
turally ſuggeſts to Men the Idea of a Being of Infi- 
nite Perfections. John 11. 4. This Sickneſs is not un- 
to Death, but for the Glory of God, that the Son of 
God may be glorified That is, ſaith Mr. Clark, by 
the putting forth of his Divine Power, which is 
what 
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ſo Phat he deſigit'd to convince them of, ver. 1 5. Here 
er the Glory of God and the Glory of the Son of 
he God is one, according to that of John 5: 23. that 
he all Men ſhould honour the Son as they Bonour the Fu- 
Is, ther. He that honoureth not the Sou. honoureth not the 


ly Father, which hath ſent him. John 19. 17. We have 
* a Law, and by our Law he ought to die, becauſe he 
ae made himſelf the Son of God. Was it a Blaſphemy 
of that deſerved Death to make himſelf an inferior Be- 
de ing? ver. 8. Men Pilate therefore heard that Saying, 


be was the more afraid. Chriſt making himſelf the 
Son of God, cartied an obvidus Notion of Majeſty 
and Power, Cc. that ſtruck Terror into Pilate: 
= Matth. 4. 3. F thou be the Son of God, command that 
"3 thgle Stones be made Bread; Put forth thine Almighty 
Poder, if thou pretendeſt to it. Here Satan tempts 
the Humane Nature of Chriſt to doubt of his 
dyn Divinity (And therefore tis no Wonder if Sa- 
tan is now. tempting us all to do the like.) Mate. 
14.33. Chriſt had walked on the Sea; and calm'd 
the Storm, and bid Peter walk on the Sea; 
then they which were in the Ship worſhipped him, 
ſaying, Of a Truth thou art the Son of God. They 
2 to his Divine Power, as an Evidence of his 
Divine Nature: Nſatth. 27: 40. Thou that deſtroyeſt 
= the Temple, 1 thou be the Son of God, come down from 
= the Cole Tho' they ſcoff d, yet they ſhew'd their 
Notion of the Phraſe to imply a Being of Almigh- 
ty Power. Mark 3.11. The Devils believe and trem- 
ble They fell down and cried, Thou art the Son of 
God, Jeſus charg d thent they ſhould not make him 
known., Tho' what Chriſt is; is ſaid to be un- 
reyeal'd to us, yet here Chriſt owns it was known 
to them: 4. d. If you know what I am, I will 
not have Honour from your Mouths, nor Envy 
by your Means.” John 1. 48. When Chriſt told 
Nathaniel, 1 ſaw thee under 1 Fg: tree, he knew 175 
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by that to be the Heart-ſearching God, that ſeeth 
in ſecret, and takes Pleaſure in the pious De vo- 
tions of his poor Servants; and thereupon crys out, 


Rabbi, Thou art the Son of God ! Thou art the King of 


Iſrael! You have two moſt ſolemn Atteſtations 
that Chriſt was the Son of God, one at his Bap- 
tiſm, Matth. 3. 17. another at his Transfiguration, 
Matth. 17. 2. Who will believe, that theſe folemn 
Atteſtations were only to prove his miraculous 
Conception, which was ſo fully reveal'd from Hea- 
ven before, or that they were only defign'd to 
prove him to be the Meſſiah, when he is in neither 
of the Places atteſted to be Jeſus or Meſſiah, but 
to be the proper Son of God, which is the Founda- 
tion of all his Offices, and would induce the Be- 
lict of them? The Apoſtles could not need freſh 
Evidence that Chriſt was the Meſſiah, when all 
the . Prophecies fo exactly met in him; but that 
this Meſſiah was the Son of God was a higher No- 
tion, that they, and the World by them, might need 
ſuch ſolemn Atteſtation of. | 
A AIN; who can believe that theſe Atteſta- 
tions were only to prove Chriſt to have a ſort of 
Nature and Being, which yet is not revealed to 
us to this Day? It remains therefore, that theſe 
ſolemn Atteſtations were to prove, that Chriſt was 
the Son of God really and indeed, and not in a pa- 
raphraſtical metaphorical Senſe only. Eph. 4. 13. 
Till we all come in the Unity of the Faith, and of the 
Knowledge of the Son of God. ' If all that come to 
the Unity of the Faith, muſt come to the Know- 
ledge of the Son of God, ſurely this Knowledge 
of the Son of God cannot be ſtill left an unreveal'd 
Thing. Matth. 16. 16. Chriſt had ſaid, Whom do 
Men ſay that I the Son of Man am? and, Wham do 
you ſay that I am? Peter faith, Thou art Chriſt, the 
Son of the Living God; 6 xpi59%, & die T8 i 78 

= | Gyros. 
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tavrog. The Emphaſis of his Faith lies in this 
Paraſe the Son of God, in Oppoſition to his being 
the Son of Man, ver. 13. Chriſt ſays, Feb and 
Blood hath not reveal d it unto the, but my Father only. 
Surely Chriſt's miraculous Conception is not here 
aſcribed to the Reyelation of the Father, neither 
could it be ſo great a Faith in him to believe, that 
now, which was ſo long ago undoubtedly believed 
among them; Neither is it only that Chriſt was 
the Meſſiah, but that his, Meſſiah,is the Som of the 
Living God; tis 6 xp«5%, 6 vdg; for on that I ſaid 
the Emphaſis lies: Neither is the Notion of what 
the Son of God is, ſtill unrevealed; for here we ſee 
it was revealed to Peter. It remains therefore, that 


4 the Son of God revealed to Peter is a higher Notion 


than either of the former, viz. That he was the true 
and proper Son of the Living God. So, Rom. 9785 
4- Concerning his Son Jeſus Chriſt, our Lord, which 
was made of the Seed of David, according. to the Fleſh, 
and declared to be the Son of. G with Pouer, according 
to the Spirit of Holineſs, by the Reſurrection From the 
Dead. Here obſerve, 1. He is called the Sor. 0 
God, in Oppoſition to his being begotten pr 
of the Seed of Navid; and alſo as ſomething further 
than his bejng Jeſus, or Chriſt, or Lord, Alfo it 
is ſaid he is declared to be the Son of God. So that it 
is not an unrevealed Thing. But in what reſpect 
is he S of God? Tis dard xvedu dywovys, accor- 
ding to the Spirit of Holineſs; i. e. as ro his Divine 
Nature. And further, | 

6. Tris is that Notion of the Son of God, 


which will moſt naturally and eaſily unfold thoſe 


other Accounts on which he is called the Son, of 


God in Scripture. Pſal. 2, 7. I will declare the 


Decree; The Lord hath ſaid unto 205 T hou art my Son; 
this Day have 1 begotten thee, He is Son by Eternal 


Decree, ſaid to be begotten this Day; a Phraſe 


E 2 properly 


— 9 
* * 
. CI BS, 


— __— 


4 
" 


: . 
» © / 
0 8. 
4 , 4 7 
k p * 
5 1 £ 
: 1 
11 1 A 
© Ih ' 
; 2 N 
19 * a PA 
> 258 3 
bf . vn 
[ 
, 10 
1 
Y 4) d 
i "MN 
1 : 
4 i 
1:3) 
- 4 [ 
2083 
| 1987; 
+ 1 
, 
1 
5 1 
4 | 
$0] : 
4 . 
of y 75 
0 bf 
: 
* 
( » 
39 N 
1 z 
TE 
| 152: 
G 4 9 
4 
id | 
4 . * 4:4 "+ 
: LU 
is 


9 
— 


a= 
— —— 
* — - 
2 
— <= - — OR m ” 
— — we = 4 k 3 — A 
2 - w—_— 
= — — ̃ ũ̃ ͤ B ̃ 6—iʃetit!t Hk ̃ et — 
* — — x. : — I — — — " Y an 
5 
/ * 


— 


<<. - FS % — 


— —ä—ä6 ——— — — — . QQ 22 — A 2 2 —— CY 


3s The Dnry'of CHRIST 
properly expreting an eternal Act, and anſwering 
o God's Name 7 AM, noting his Eternity and 
Unchangeableneſs. Now, this Text is apply'd, 

Acre 13. 33. to the Reſurrection, Heb. 1. 5. to his 
Exaltation, Hb. 5.5. to his eternal Prieſthood ; all 
which are fairly accounted for, allowing him to 
be, what the Pſalmiſt intends him to be, God's 
Son by an eternal Generation. And fo the Reſur- 
re&ion from the Dead will be a clear Proof and 
anifeſtation of his eternal Sonſhip, Rom. 1. 4. 
This will alſo cleatly account for his Exaltation 
how he obtains by Inheritance a more excellent Name 
than the Angels; as God's eternal Son, it is his by | 
Inheritance; as God-Man and Mediator, he obtains 
it; there being need of a ſpecial Delegation and 
Commiſſion, that ſo great a Power ſhould be put 
forth and ated in and by the humane Nature, He. 


1. 4. This will alſo clearly account for his being 4 


Prieft for ever, Wo the Qrder of Melchiſedeck, 
it being the Right of his Primogeniture, as was 


cuſtomary in Melcbiſedek's Days, Feb. 5. 5. And 


further, 

7. Trar Phraſe, John 1. 18. The only begotten 
Son, which i in the Boſom of his Father, naturally 
anſwers to Prov. 8. 30. I was by him, as one brought 


up with him ; [ was daily his Delight ; and Micah 5. 


2. repreſents a double Sonſhip, one by which he 


| was born in Bethleem; another by which his Going. 
forth were of old from everlaſting ; the ſame Word 


which is uſed to expreſs the Eternity of God, Ja. 


40. 28. Cen. 21. 23. as a good Author obſerves. 
Having thus ſtated and cleared the Notion of 
the Phraſe Sn of Cod, that it imports him to be 


God as his Father is, and is ſynonimous with his 


being called God, but only the more proper Phraſe 


of the two, he being a Son in the Godhead ; I 
28 1 . 5 7 8 2 12 - F g ſhould 
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mould now come to the ' ARGUMENTS: But TI 
muſt firſt anſwer an Objection, which is this — 

0bj. Tür tho' the Sou imports the ſame Na- 
ture, yet it ordinarily 18 a different Indi- 
viduum. If therefore Chriſt be properly the Son of 
God, he muſt both have the ſame Nature, and be 
 Anſw, WHEN Words or Phraſes are borrowed 
from among Men to expreſs what concerns God, 
the Meaning of thoſe Words muſt anſwer in ſome 
main reſpect ; elſe why are ſuch Words uſed ? But 
they cannot anſwer in all reſpe&s, becauſe the 
Things theſe Phraſes are applied to can't be exact. 
® like the Things they are borrowed from. If Chrilt 

the Son be true God as his Father is, here the 
'Z Phraſe anſwers in a main reſpe&, and is not apt to 
miſlead Mankind; but tis obvious, it cannot an- 
{wer in the other main reſpect, to be of the ſame 
Nature, and yet a diſtin? Being, becauſe this will 
ſuppole Two Gods, which both Natural and Re- 
vealed Religion forbid. Fs 565 A 
HERE then are Two Propoſitions of the Syllo- 
giſm the Scripture lays down: Chriſt is frequently 
called the Son, the proper, the begotten, the only Son of 
God. This muſt import he is God as the Father 
is, or elſe the Phraſe is apt to miſlead, and has no 
proper Meaning : And this appears evidently to be 
the Meaning. But Scripture and Reaſon both tell 
us, there can be but One Being that is properly | 
God ; therefore this Father and Son can be but 
one Being. So that the Chriſtian's Faith is a clear 
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Concluſion, from Two Seripture Propoſitions, and 
aſſures us to believe, that this Father and Son are 
a Diſtin&ion in the ſame Godhead. If Reaſon is 
put to pain to tell us how tis, yet Revelation aſſures 
ſo it i, and binds us to believe it as a main Thing 
N in 
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in Chriſtianity ; which I now come to prove by the 


following Arguments. 


ArxGuUMENT I. 


HAT Faith, which is made by Chriſt a 
1 Term of Admiſſion into the Chriſtian 
Church, is Fundamental to Chriſtianity. But the 
Faith of the Trinity in 'the Godhead, is made by 
Chriſt a Term of Admiſſion into the Chriſtian - 
Church. e e 
Mr Proof of this Argument, is Matth. 28. 19. 
Go ye therefore, and teach all Nations, baptizing them in 
the Name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the 
Holy Ghoſt. The plain meaning of the Phraſe is 
this; This is the Belief we are baptiz/d into, and This 
is the Authority we are baptized by. Acts 4. 9, 10. 
That we are baptized in the Name of God, and 
by his Authority; and into the Belief of a God, 
no one will deny. Now, here is no God mention- 
ed, but the Words Father, Son, and Holy-Gheft, put 
inſtead of the Word God, and all ſet upon an equal 
Bottom, as much in the Name, and by the Au- 
thority of the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, as of the 
Father, excepting that the Father is put firſt. But 
then obſerve, tis 78 T&7pog, ua? T3 dis, Hat d 
TveUuerog dis; not of Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, 
but of the Father, of the Son, and- of the Holy 
Ghoſt, to note a real Diſtinction. But then *tis 
not bie 6v6puTe, into Names, but into one Name, and 
by one joint Authority. | 5 
On the contrary, How abſurd is it to ſuppoſe 
the Meaning to be, I baptize thee into the Belief, 
and by the joint Authority of One Supreme Being, 
and Tuo Subordinate ones; or One God and Tua Crea- 
te ae e 
Objec. 
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Objec. Ir is ſaid by ſome, that Chriſt acted evi- 
dently by a ſubordinate Power in this matter: AP 
Power is given to me in Heaven and in Earth; Go ye 
therefore and baptize. 

Anſ. I answer; As Chriſt was Man, twas 
neceſlary this Authority ſhould be given him: For 
Chriſt, as Man, could otherwiſe have no Share in 
ſo great a Power and Truſt. There was abſolute 
Need of a ſpecial Delegation and Commiſſion, that 
the Government of the World and the Church 
ſhould be managed, in the humane Nature, by one 
that was a Man. And 'tis evident, this giving 
Authority mult relate to Chriſt's being a Man, or 
Mediator, becauſe it is expreſly ſaid to be given 
him, becauſe he is the Sou of Mar, John 5. 27. 
and as the Reward of his Sufferings, Phil. 2. 6, 7. 
He humbled himſelf, and became obedient unto Death, 
even the Death of the Croſs; wherefore God hath 
highly exalted him. So Pſal. 110. 7. He ſhall drink of 
the Brook in the Way; therefore hall he life up the 
Head. 1 146 

Ir will ſtrengthen this Argument, to conſider, 
that Mark, 16. 16. ſpeaks of the very ſame 
'T "ung with Matthew, 28. 19, Now in Mark 
"ris ſaid, Go preach the Goſpel to every Creature; he 
that believeth, and is baptized, ſhall be ſaved; he that 
believeth not ſhall be damned. What doth Mark mean 
we muſt believe to Salvation, but iz the Name 
Matthew would have us baptized into ? TEL 
Ir will ſtrengthen this Argument further to con 
ſider, 1. By. Baptiſm we are dedicated to Gad. 
Now, we are not. dedicated to One God and Tuo 


Creatures, nor to one great God and two inferior 


Beings; neither are we dedicated to Inſtruments ; 
but we are dedicated to God the Father as our 
Creator, to God the Son as our Redeemer, and to 


God the Holy Ghoſt as our Santifier and Comforter. 
ke, Ve 
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We ate not dedicated to Creatures, nor to Inſtru- 


ments, but to GOD only. Now, here the God 
we are dedicated to, is no otherwiſe mentioned 


than as Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt; and to theſe 
we are dedicated ele dv; We are dedicated to 
them all in one Name, and by one joint Autho- 
Ar 8 ; 

2. Baptiſm alſo is the Seal of our Regeneration. 


I baptize thee; that is, I hereby ſignify and ſeal 


* thee (if rightly qualified) Regenerated, in the 
«© Name of the Father, of the Son, and of the 


*© Holy Ghoſt.” Now, Regeneration is only God's 


Work (John 1. 13. 1 John 3. 9g. — 4. 7.— 5. 4, 
18.) It belongs as much to God to make a new 
Creature, as to make a Creature, to regenerate 
the Church, as to create the World. Now, this 
Work 1s particularly the Work of the Father, Eph. 
2. 3, and alſo the Work of the Son, John 5. 21. 
bur eſpecially the Work of the Holy Ghoſt, John 
3. 6. and Titus 3. 4, 5, 6. tis made the joint Work 
of all Three Perſons; and in 2 Pet: 1. 2. So that 
this Ordinance ſignifies and ſeals our Regeneration, 
by the joint Co-operation of Father, Son, and 
Holy Ghoſt; not one Principal and two Inſtru- 
ments, but each Principal; according to his 
difterent Manner of working: For the Son has 
principally purchaſed our Regeneration ; the Fa- 
ther nor Holy Ghoſt did not die to purchaſe Grace 
for us: And the Holy Ghoſt principally works 
this Regeneration, 1t principally belongeth to his 
Office. And thus when we ſay, I baprize thee, 
q. d. I ſignify and ſeal thee regenerated, eig 6voue, 
by the Authority, and Co-operation of Father, 
Fon and Holy Ghoſt.” 

'3. By Baptiſm we are enter'd into Covenant 
with the God wioſe Name we are baptized into; 
Now we do not enter ourſelves into Covenant 

With 
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with One God and Two Creatures, or inferiour 
Beings ; but with GOD only, But this God we 
enter into Covenant with, is God the Father as 
Creator, God the Son as Redeemer, God the 
Holy Ghoſt as Sanctifier and Comforter : And et; 
you muſt refer to all Three as joint in this cove- 
nanting Work. | 
4. Br Baptiſm we are enter'd into Commu- 
nion with God. Now, we are expreſly ſaid to have 
Fellewſhip with the Father, and with his Son Jeſus Chriſt, 
1 John 1. 3. and by the Apoſtles to have Communion 
with the Holy Ghoſt, 2 Cor. 13. 14- While therefore 
by Baptiſm we are enter'd into Communion with 
Ged ; and it appears by the Scripture that we have 
Communion with the Father, the Sx, and the 
Holy Ghoft, this Baptizing eie 5vope muſt be entring 
us into Joint Communion with Father, Son and 
Holy Ghoft. ; OOO. Mag 
Now Baptiſm being the Door of our Admiſ- 
ſion into the Church of God, the Sign of our Re- 
generation, and the Seal of a Covenant between 
God and us, and alſo being the Means of our 
Communion with God; it follows, That what- 
ever is required as eſſential in Baptiſm, muſt needs 
be eſſential and fundamental to Chriſtianity : For 
if Baptiſm, the bare Sign, is not neceſſary to Sal- 
vation Neceſſitate Medii, it is by all own'd, the 
Thing ſeal'd and fignify'd by Baptiſm is ſo neceſ- 
ſary, and that is the Faith we are baptized into, 
Mark 16. 16. a 5 
As to Dr. Clark's Interpretation of this Text, 
it is but a Part of the true Meaning; and he muſt 
allow more Senſe to the Words than he does, or 
elſe he won't long keep ſo much. And, if it be 
true what he ſays, the Nature of the Son and Spirtt 
are unreveal d, it follows; That we are baptized 
„ F | md 
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into, and Salvation is laid on the Belief of we 
know not what Beings. ' 

TRE Anſwer to Mr, Trofſe's Arguments makes 
nothing of Baptiſm ; and indeed ſuch Men ſeem 
diſpoſed to make nothing of all Religion, He ſays, 
there is nothing in Matt. 28. 19. that implies the 
Perſon muſt þe God, to whom Diſciples are made. 

Either he means there is no need we ſhould bap- 
tize in the Name of the Trinity; or there is no 
need that either of the Trinity ſhould be accoun- 
ted God. And is not this fine Doctrine? And 
when he talks of baptix ing into Moſes, it is evident- 
ly ſpoken figuratively of Moſes, as a Typical Media- 
tor; and there is more in the Subſtance than there 
was in the Shadow. So much Anſywer I think on- 
ly fit to give to the vileſt Author that ever I read, 
as having the leaſt Reverence and Love for God's 
Truth in his way of argaing : For Contra negantem 
Principia non eſt diſputandum That Man is not fit 
to be argued with that appears diſpoſed to dif- 
pute away ay! Thing, and to own no Principles 
you can argue from, Burt ſuch Journeymen were 
fit for the Work that is to be done in Exeter. The 
Reader is deſired to peruſe Mr. Henry's Expoſition 
on Matt. 28. 18. and alſo Dr. Owen upon the Tri- 
nity. 
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| Nor HER Argument which has affinity here- 
"A to is this — | Ss | 

 Trar Faith, into which Perſons were expreſly 
baptized by the Apoſtles, is Fundamental. But the 


Faith that Chriſt is truly God, or the So of God, 
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1s the very Faith into which Perſons were baptized , 
by the Apoſtles. EN I J 
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Tris is clear in the Inſtance of the Eunuch 
As 8. 37. lays Philip to him, If thou believeſ? with 7 
all thy Heart, thou mayeſt be baptized. Said the 
Eunuch, I believe that Chriſt is the Son of the Living 
God ; that is, God the Son of God the Father, which I 
have proved to be the uſual Senſe of the Phraſe. 
Tis a ſhort Creed, but full of Senfe, that Chriſt 
is SON OF GOD by Nature, and CHRIST 
by Office. Here all the Lines of Religion centre 
in the true Deity and Offices of Chriſt. As 16. 
31. The Apoſtles told the Jaylor, Believe on the 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and thou ſhalt be ſaved. Chriſt 
is here ſtiled, and very frequently elſewhere, Chriſt, 
and Jeſus, and Lord; and Baptiſm and Salvation 
are laid upon it. Now, Chriſt could not be he 
Lord, the univerſal Lord, the Manager of all the 
Affairs of the World and the Church, but he muſt 
be an infinite Being, and have infinite Power and 
Wiſdom, and all infinite Perfections to do every 
thing perfey that belongs to this great Lordſhip. 
So that we cannot rationally believe in Chriſt, as 
the Lord, but it muſt imply a Belief that he is the 
GOD; for he could never be ſuch a Lord, if he 
were not an infinite God. And it is a very ſtrange 
Thing, if the Lord, when apply'd to the Father, 
both in the Old Teſtament and the New, ſhould 
be look'd upon to be ſuch an awful Title of God, 
and yet not be ſo when it is apply'd to Chriſt ; for 
in true Conſideration, what can be higher than to 
call a Being the Lord, the univerſal, the Sovereign ab- 
folute Lord? If Chriſt be not One with the Father, 
he cannot be the Lord by way of Eminence ; for 
there can be but one Supreme Lord, to whom it 

would properly belong to be intitled The LORD. 
And this being ſometimes apply'd to the Father, 
and ſometimes to the Son, ſhews that they are but 
One abſolute and Supreme Lord. So, Acts 10. 48 
2 7 
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He commanded them to be baptized in the Name of the 
LORD. Ad, 18. 8. Criſpus, the Chief Ruler of 
the Synagogue, believed on the LORD, with all his 
Houſe ; and many of the Corinthians hearing, believed 
and were baptized; Then ſpake the LORD to Paul 
(v. 9.) in the Night by a Vifion. They believed in 
the Lord, and were baptized in the Name of the 
Lord, the Jame Lord that ſpake to Paul v. 9. So in 
As 9 the Perſon that appeared to Paul, is called 
all a 2 fa Lord: He tranſacts all in his own 
Name, Why perſecuteſt thou ME? I am Jeſus. Paul 
took this Appearance to be properly Divine, vey. 5. 
And he ſaid, Who-art thou, LORD? Aud the Lord 
ſaid, I am Jeſus, whom thou perſecuteſl. Before he 
knew Chriſt to be Lord, he calls the Appearance 
Lord, it being the natural Title of the Supreme 
Being; and the ſame Lord he ſpake to ſaid, 7 am 
Jeſus whom thou perſecuteſt. *Tis evident, this faſ- 
tened a Conviction upon Paul, that Jeſus Chriſt 
was truly the Lord in the higheſt Senſe; and ver. 17. 
Ananicis took care to confirm him in this Convic- 
tion, The Lok D, even Jeſus, that appeared to thee 
in the Way. And immediately you hear of Paul 
(Adi, 9. 20.) exnypuooe Toy xpicov, Ort 870; &cw 6 vidg 
= hes. He preachd Chriſt, that this is the Son of 

od. | 

Ov Adverſaries ſay, Chriſt is only delegated 
Lord as Mediator. I anſwer, Chriſt as God is 
eſſential Lord. He made the World; that the Man- 
hood has a Share is by Delegation. So that Chriſt, 
as God, is Lord in the higheſt Senſe of the Word, 
but as Man, he is made Lord; of which more 
under the eighth Argument. 5 
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ARGUMENT III. 


Y Third Argument to prove this Doctrine 
Fundamental ſtands thus 
THrar Faith upon which Chriſt promiſes to 
build his Church is fundamental to Chriſtianity. 
But the Faith of Chriſt as God, or Son of God, is 
that Faith on which Chriſt promiſes to build his 
Church. 2 
TAE Text this Argument is founded upon, is 
Matt. 16. 16. Chriſt had ask d, ver. 13. Whom do 
Men ſay, that I the Son of Man am? Peter made 
ſolemn Profeſſion of his Faith, Thou art Chriſt, the 
Son of the Living God : Which Words have been 
already explained, Prelim, Diſc. p. 34. Chriſt here- 
upon anſwers, I ſay unto thee, Thou art Peter, and 
upon this Rock will I build my Church, and the Gates of 
Hell ſball not prevail againſt it. Thou art Chriſt, the 
Son of the Living God; the Faith of this is the 
Rock ti Church is built upon. *Tis evident the 
Emphaſis of his Faith lies upon theſe Words, the 
Son of the Living God. What then is the Holy 
Ghoſt's true Meaning in theſe Words, that muſt 
be the moſt fundamental Doctrine of Chriſt's 
Church, as Chriſtian? And pray obſerve, the Mea- 
ning of the Phraſe muſt be obvious, or it im- 
peaches the Revelation, as if it was not plain in 
its greateſt Matters. The Thing intended by it 
may be difficult ; but the Phraſe muſt be ſuppoſed 
to be as eaſily intelligible, as the Nature of the 
Thing ſpoken of will bear. Now, we have abun- 
dantly prov'd, that Chriſt's being called God's Son 
muſt import One of the ſame Nature with the 
Father, and means the ſame with his being called 
God, which imports a Being of infinite Power 
and 
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and Perfections, as we ſhall prove hereafter that 
Chriſt is. 4 - -v 

Ir the new Notion of this Phraſe Sn of God 
be true, where has been the Church all this while? 
While it. has ſtood upon the Belief of the true 
Godhead of Chriſt ; It cannot ſtand upon a falſe 
Faith; for a falſe Faith is no Faith, but Infidelity 


and Error. And pray obſerve, there muſt be ſome 


very .awtul Senſe in the Words, that Peter needed 
a Revelation to help him to a ſerious Belief of it, 
ver. 17. The miraculous Conception was now vul- 
garly known by Tradition among the Diſciples ; it 
was no great Thing by this Time to believe a Paſ- 
ſage ſo notorious: But the Knowledge of Chrift, as 
the proper Son of the Living God, as diſtin& from 
his being the Son of Man, v. 13. was a high Point, 
a Point which the Awtulneſs and Validity of all 
Chriſt's Offices would ariſe out of. Therefore, ſays 
Chriſt, © Bleſſed art thou Stmon BakJjonan; this 
eis a right Faith, a right Notion of me. There 
© has been the Special Help of Grace to reveal it 
ce to thee, and enable thee to believe it.” Here 
then is the Church's Rock, Perer's Faith, Thou art 
Chriſt, the Son of the Living God. Fleſh and Blood 
never did believe it effectually, but the Grace of 
God bows the Soul to the Revelation. 

As for thoſe that ſay, the Rock Chriſt built his 
Church upon, is Peter's Perſon, let them prove it 
well, and confute all the Proteſtants againſt the 
Pope's Supremacy ; and the Pope, and ſome one 
elſe, will give them Thanks. For my Part, I 
ſhould think it Nonſenſe, was I not told, ſome 
Great Expoſitors of late run that way ; for the 
Church is not built upon Perſons, but upon Doctrines 
ſeriouſly believed. And I tear thoſe that expound 
this Text of the Perſon of Peter, or that Text Eph. 
2.20, of the Perſons of the Apoſtles and Prophets, 


EX 


La a7 4 
en 


prov'd FUNDAMENTAL: 47 
- excluſive of their Doctrine, muſt have recourſe to 
the ſtanding Authority of a Pope, or a College 
of Biſhops, as Succeſſors to Peter and the Apoſtles, 
to keep up the Church; or elſe I know not how 
they can give a rational Account of their Expo- 
ſition. If the Church be built upon Perſons, it will 
infer the Neceſſity of a regular Succeſſion of Per- 
ſonal Authority, to keep up the Church. The 
Church was as much built by Paul as by Peter, or 
any of the Apoſtles. If the Church was built by 
ſeveral of the Apoſtles, it was but upon One 
Faith. As ſoon as Paul was converted, he went 
and preached in the Synagogue ; (As g. 20.) that 
Chriſt is the Son of God. Theſe two great Builders 
built upon a common Faith ; Peter did not build 

pon Paul, nor Paul upon Peter, as the Rock, but 

2 upon this common Rock, Chriſt the Son f 
the Living God. 1 5 
T nE moſt eminent Fathers, ſaith Dr.“ Barrow, 
interpreted the Rock to be Peter's Faith. He in- 
ſtanceth in Chryſoſtom, Hillary and Theodoret ; and 
this is agreeable to thoſe other Texts where 
Chriſt is made the Foundation, er Chief Corner-Stone. 
(1 Cor. 4. 11. Eph. 2. 20.) by which is meant, that 
a right Faith about Chriſt, is the Foundation of 
all Faith and Religion; and in Reaſon it muſt be 
ſo; for the Doctrine of Chriſt, as God-Mar, runs 
down into the main Branches of Chriſtianity, as I 
ſhall ſhow—— 85 | e F. 
Ix any will ſay s Rock that Chriſt promiſes to 
build his Church upon, takes in the Faith that Peter 
profeſs'd, and the Perſon of Peter as a Chief: buil- 
der upon that Fundamental of Faith, ſuch an In- 
terpretation will not weaken my Argument. 
ARGvu- 
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* Barrow's Pope's Supremacy, Page 87. 
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9 AxGumznr IV. 
T HAT which Eternal Life is eſpecially an- 


nex'd to muſt be Fundamental But Eier- 
nal Life 1s eſpecially annex'd to the Belief that 


2. 


Chriſt is true God, and true Sn of God. | 
Tus Ground of this Argument is, the 1 John 


F. 20. For we know the Son of God is come, and hath 


given us an Underſtanding, that we may know him that 
i true; and we are in him that is true, even in his Son 
Jeſus Chriſt : Thx i the TRUE GOD and 
ETERNAL LIFE. This is the true God, 
lays Dr. Clark, this is the true Religion, and the way 
zo Eternal Life. Such Interpretations ſhall not have 
my Faith at Command. r 
HRE are two Arguments in theſe Words, 7 %% 
Sn of God is come to give us to know him that is the true 
God, and we are in him that is the true God, even in his 
Son Jeſus Chriſt ; This is the true God. If we are in him 
that is true, by being in the Sn, then the & is the true 
God. If we are in the one, we are in the other. Here 
is the Oneneſs of Nature held forth in ſuch Manner 
as makes no Diſtinction between being in the Father, 


and being in the Son; we are in him that is true, even 
in his Son. And, 2. It follows, 876; esu, T HIS 


(referring to the Words immediately foregoing) 7s 
the true God and Eternal Life : not that Father, but 
this Son, is the true God; Or rather if you will, 
the Son that is in the Father is the true God; and 
Eternal Life lies in believing and receiving this, as 
the true reveal'd Notion of God: * reg 3 
00 


RS , 
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* Relativa ac Demonſtrativa Pronomi na referenda ſunt ad 
proxime præcedentia, niſi Neceſſitas urgeat. Glaſ. Gram. Vide 
Pool in Locum, Aut rei Veritas vequirat, que hic locum non 
babent. Ibid. 
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l60ok back to the Father, but muſt take in the Son 
as true God, 6 a\ives; the true God. And this is 
perfectly agreeable with that, 1 John 5.11. T his is 
the | Retord, that God hath given ms Eternal Life,” and 
this Life is in his Sm. So John 1. 4. In him was Life, 
and that Life was the Light of Men. And this con- 
firms what I ſhall elſewhere ſhew to be the true 
Meaning of John 17. 3. You have there the Prayer. 
of Chrilt's Manhood, in which he puts Gos, eſ- 
ſentially conſider d, in Oppoſition to Idols, at the: 
Head of Natural Religion; and makes it Eternal Life 
ſo to believe One God, as Nature reveals him, in 
Oppoſition to all Falſe Gods; and | puts Jeſus 
Chriſt, economically confider'd, (and ſo taking in 


his Godhead, and implying a Trinity) at the Head 


of all | reveaF'd Religion, and ſo makes Eternal 
Life to lie in that alſo. And as this Senſe is per- 
fectly agreeable to other Sctiptures, that make Re- 
ligion to centre in a right Belief of Chriſt, eb. 13. 
8. 1 Cor. 4.11. Eph. 2. 20. ſo it could not be made 
as much Eternal Life to know Chrift, as it is to 
know God the Futher, if it were not of equal Im- 
portance to a Chriſtian to know what Chriſt is truly, 
as to know what God is, eſſentiallʒ conſider d; For 
it cannot, according to theſe: Mens Scheme, be 
Eternal Life to know Chriſt at all, but only the 
Doctrine reveal'd by him: And whether any ching 
is Fundamental to be known-or believed, our Ad- 
verſaries are not yet agreed; for it ſeems to: be. 
their Notion, | Dmnocent vindic. p. 13.] That tis not 
Fundamental to believe any Thing right; if a 
Man is but what they call ſincere in his Inquiries, 
he may take the Scriptures in what Senſe he pleaſes. 
Tis but to call them obſcure, and then *tis no Mat- 
ter whether. he believes them or no. —— But is it 
to be ſuppos d God has made the Scripture.obſcure, 
where he has laid Salvation or Damnation? 
G A- 
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| ARGUMENT V. 5 . 


'F: HAT Faith upon which God hath. in Scrip- 
1 ture laid Salvation or Damnation expreſly, 
to be ſure, is Fundamental. But God hath in Scrip- 
ture expreſly laid Salvation or Damnation upon the 

Belief of Chriſt as Gcd;. or the proper Son of God. 
Wr have ſhewn you in the fourth Preliminary, 
1. That Chriſt being called God, and Son of God, 
ordinarily means the ſame Thing. 2. That the 
Phraſe Son of God imports, in its ordinary Uſe, a 
Being of Infinite Power. 3. That the Phraſe can 
have no proper Senſe, but is apt to deceive, if it 
does not import that he is God as the Father is. 
4+ That 'tis moſt abſurd to conceive, that the 
Phraſe Son of God ſhould be ſo often uſed in the 
Scripture, with ſo much Solemnity and Emphaſis, 
and yet leave us in the Dark, what ſort of Being 
it means, being only à Paraphrafe for a ſort of 
Being whoſe metaphyſical Nature is unrevealed, and 
for which we have no Name. It ſeems to ſuppoſe 
a defign'd Amuſement; to tell us we muſt preach 
that Chriſt is the Sn of God, believe on the Son of. 
God, live by Faith on the So of Ged, be baptized. 
in the Name of the So of Cd; and if we ask, 
Who is this Son of God? to be told, He is ſome 
very great Being, inferior to God; but the Scripture has 
not revealed whether an Angel, or a Spirit, or what 
fort of Being he is. The Scripture does not uſe us 
ſo in other Things; it gives Names that are apt 
and proper to expreſs the Nature of the Thing it 
means; and we plain People, for whom the Scrip- 
tures were written, do naturally take it, that ordi- 
aarily when Chriſt is called the Son of Man, it im- 
ports, that he is a Man, when called Son of Gea, 
it imports that he is God. And ſo we think the 
Phraſe 


* 
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Phraſe ought to be taken in the following Texts, 
where we are bound, upon pain of Damnation; 
for if we do not underſtand the Holy-Ghoſt's true 
and chief Meaning, we do not believe the Revela- 
tion, and God will not be accuſed to lay Damna- 
tion where he ſpeaks Words whoſe Meaning is not 
obvious and proper to the Thing. — (I.) 1 John 3. 18. 
He that believeth not is condemned already, becauſe he 
hath not believed in the Name of the only begotten 
Son of God. (2.) John 6. 40. T hat every one that 
ſeeth the Son and believeth on him may have everlaſting 
Life. 3 John 8. 24. Except ye believe that I am he, 
ye ſhall die in your Sins. How muſt we believe that 
Chriſt ig he, if it be not reveal'd whether he is a 
God, Angel, or Spirit? But if you would know 
who is he, v. 18. he tells us, I am one that bear 
witneſs of myſelf, and the Father that ſent me beareth 


witneſs of me. Here are two of the three that bear 


5-7. This therefore is what you muſt believe of 
him, that he is one of the three that-bears Record 


Record in Heaven, the Father and the Word, 1 John 


of himſelf, J as God, bear witneſs to myſelf as Me- 
diator, | See Clark's Bib. in loc.] One that comes an 
Ambaſlador from a King comes only with the 
King's Credentials: Teſtimonials of his own or 


his Friends are as nothing : But when Chriſt bears 
Record of himſelf, and his Father bears Record to him, 
this is a Thing to be underſtood, if both are truly 
Divine Teſtimonies. (4.) John 20.31, Theſe Things 
are written, that you might believe, dri 6 T'yo85 & 6 
Xpi59g, 6 vlog, that Jeſiis is the Chriſt, the Son of God, 
and that believing ye might have Life thro his Name. 
Here is no Life thro* him, without believing that 
he is the Chriſt the Son of God. This was John, that 

2 wrote 
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wrote his Goſpel, on purpoſe to prove that Chriſt 
is God, againſt the Hereſy of Ebion and Cerinthus, 
as the Ancients affirm. And here he does in effect 
confeſs, that he wrote it to prove Chriſt the Son 
of God, i. e. God, but a Son in the Godhead ; and 
with this he ends his Goſpel, as he began it, with 
aſſerting Chriſt's Godhead, for the next Chapter is 
look d upon to be a Poſtſcript or Appendix. (5.) 


John 2. 23. Whoſoever denieth the Son, the ſame hath 


not the Father. (G.) 1 John 4. 14. And we have ſeen 
and do teſtify, that the Father ſent the Son to be the Fa- 
wiour of the World. Whoſoever ſhall confeſs that Jeſus is 
the Son of God, God dwelleth in him; not elſe. He 
muſt believe and confeſs that Jeſus is the Son of 
God, that was ſent to be the Saviour, what he is, 
and what is his Errand and Office. (7.) 1 John 
5. 5. o is he that overcometh the World, but he that 
believeth that Jeſus is the Son of God? Ver. 7. We are 
told of three that bear Record in Heaven, and theſe 
three are Unum one Thing. Ver. 8. you read of 
three that bear Record on Earth, and theſe three agree in 
one. Now, v. 11.12. we are told this is the Re- 
cord that God hath given us Eternal Life, and this Life 
is in his Son: He that hath the Son (that is, by Faith) 
hath Life, and he that hath not the Son, hath not Life. 
And ver. 13. Theſe Things I have written to you that be- 
lieve on the Name of the Son of God, that ye may know 
that you hade Eternal Life, and that you may believe on 
the Name of the Son of God, i. e. more firmly. Here 
are now {ix or ſeven Texts of Scripture, wherein 
Salvation is laid upon believing that Chriſt is the 
Son of God, and theſe are all out of that John, 
who. wrote both his Goſpel and Epiſtles after the 
Godhead of Chriſt began to be denied, and, as the 
Ancients fay, at the Requeſt of the Miniſters of 
Aſia. And tis certain, that this John, as he ſtre- 
nuouſly aſſerts che Godhead of Chriſt, ſo when he 

calls 
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calls Chriſt God, or Son of God, he evidently 
means the ſame Thing, as we have before prov d: 
And this John, that thus wrote againſt the Deniers 
of Chriſt's Godhead, not only aſſerts that Chriſt is 
God, and the Son of God, but that Salvation lies 
on believing it; yea, and in a right Senſe too; tor 
quite to miſtake the Holy Ghoſt's Meaning in thoſe 
Phraſes that Death or Life is laid upon, is not zo 
believe, but diſbelieve the Holy Ghoſt, and to be 
without ſaving Faith. What Senſe will our Ad- 
verſaries agree upon to be the ſaving Faith, if the 
Belief of Chriſt, as a Son in the Godhead, be nor 
the Truth here meant ? | . 
Objec. If it be ſaid, it is in theſe Texts only 
made fundamental to believe Chriſt to be the 
Meſſiah. | | 
Anſ. 1.1 have proved before, by many Texts, 
that the Phraſe Son of God is explanatory of 
Meſſiah, to reveab his Nature that bore - thoſe 
Offices. (See Prelim. Diſc. p. 26.) 2. Why is only 
begotten Son put into our Creed, John 3. 16. if bare- 
ly to believe him Meſſiah is enough 2 What Senſe 
is only begotten Meſſiah ? When he is not only call'd 
Son, but only begotten Son, it muſt relate to a proper 
Sonſhip. 3. John 8. 19. Tis ſaid, Ie neither know 
me nor my Father ; if ye had known me, ye wauld have 
known my Father ; and ver. 24. If ye believe not that 
Jam he, i. e. one ſo much the fame with the Fa- 
ther, that he that knows one muſt know both : 
This is meant of his Sonſhip or Nature, and not 
his Offices. 4. 1 John 4. 14. The Father ſent the Son 
to be the Saviour, and it muſt be confeſs'd that he is the 
Son of God. It muſt be believed and confefled, not 
only that he was ſent (Meſſiah) and that he was a 
Saviour, but that he was the Son antecedent to 
both, the Son that was ſent to be the Saviour. 5. The 
pcripture Notions of Chriſt, as qualified for the 
| Per- 
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perfect Diſcharge of all his Offices, cannot be 
rationally believed, nor accounted for, without be- 
lieving and ſuppoſing them all founded on his eter- 


nal Godhead or Sonfhip, as J ſhall hereafter ſhow. 


I own, Chriſt may be called Son of God, where 
his humane Nature is meant, and Son of Man, 
where his divine Nature is meant, by virtue of 


what Divines call Communicatio Idiomatum; but as 


the Phraſes ſignify two Natures in Chriſt, this 
Phrafe Son of God denotes, in its ordinary Uſe, 


the ſuperior Nature of Chriſt, which is the divine 


Eſſence, in which the Sonſhip ſubſiſts as well as 
the Father and Holy Ghoſt. 


ARGUMENT VI. 


HAT Doctrine about Chriſt, which is to 
be the invariable Doctrine of the Chriſtian 
Church, and by which other Doctrines are to be 
try'd, is Fundamental. But the Doctrine of Jeſus 
Chriſt, as eternal and unchangeable God, is to be 
the invariable Doctrine of the Chriſtian Church, 
and by which other Doctrines are to be try d. 
TRE Proof of this is Heb. 13. 7, 8, 9. Remember 
them which have the Rule over you, who have ſpoken un- 
to you the Word of God, whoſe Faith follow, confidering 
the End of their Converſation. Jeſus Chrift, the ſame 
Yeſterday, to Day and for ever. Be not carried 
about with divers and ſtrange Doctrines. He that by 
Office is Jeſus and Chriſt, he is by Nature Eternal 
and Unchangeable. This is the Faith thoſe that 
have ruled over you have taught, H/hoſe Faith fol- 


ou, conſidering the End of their Converſation. And if 


you hold firm to this, and meaſure divers and 
ſtrange Doctrines by it, you will not be liable to 
be carried away by 'em. 

To 
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To vindicate the Meaning of thoſe Words, ſee 


Owen on Heb, vol. 4. Pp. 234. and vol. 1. p. 124 upon 
Heb. 1. 12. Tis here aſſerted that Jeſus Chriſt is 


forever the ſame. Tis hence infer'd, that if Chriſt 
be the ſame, the Doctrine of him mult be the ſame, 
and the Church's Faith in it muſt and will always 
be, in the main, the ſame. And to obſerve this Rule, 
will guard us againſt divers and ſtrange Doctrines: 


For if Chriſt doth not change the Truth of Chriſ- 


tianity, as centring in a right Belief about Chriſt, 
muſt be an invariable Scheme of Truth. 

T AIS is ſpoken of Chriſt himſelf, that he is 
always the ſame; and it thence ſtrongly follows, 
that true Doctrines about him can't be divers; and 
ſo that divers and ſtrange Dofrines can't be true; 
there muſt be an variable Doctrine about one in- 
variable Being. The Socinians would underſtand 
Tefterday only to denote ſome ſhort Time before; 


but, as Dr. Owen obſerves, this would look like a_ 
Deſign to diſgrace Chriſt, rather than to honour. 
him, it being a Diſgrace to any one to ſay he was 


of Yeſterday, in that low poor Senſe, Job 8. 9. 
Whereas, as we ſhall elſewhere prove Chriſt's Eter- 
nity, ſo 'tis uſual to expreſs his eternal Duration 
by ſuch Words and Phraſes as import a Senſe 


larger than the Expreſſion: So in Rev. 1. 8. Chriſt's 


Eternity is thus deſcrib'd, Mhich was, and which is, 


and which is to come. This Phraſe muſt be own'd to 


deſcribe Eternity, becauſe apply'd to the Father, 
ver. 4. And yet theſe Words, Wus and is to come, 


fall much ſhort of the full Meaning intended by 


where Words can't come up to the Subject, to 
leave them rather purpoſely ſhort, than to be al- 


ways ſtraining for Metaphors. The Words Teſter- 
day, to Day, and for ever, cannot be apply'd to him 


as 


Axp indeed ſuch a Way is full of Elegancy, . 
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as Jeſus, nor as Chriſt, for in the Quality of Me- 
diator he ſuſtained many Changes. He took his 
Offices in Time with his humane Nature. He paſſes 
thro* a State of Humiliation and Exaltation, and 
will ſaſtain a greater Change; when he-ſhall reſign 


his Mediatorial Kingdom to his Father, 1 Cor. 15. 
24. But under all theſe Changes his divine Nature 


remains the ſame Tefterday, and t6 Day, and for ever; 


and whatſoever there is ſtable and firm in his 


Offices depends upon this, that he is the un- 


changeable God, as tis ſaid of Chriſt; Heb. 1. 12. 


Thou art the ſame, and thy Tears never fail, This is 


therefore a ſhort Creed, that he is Jeſus, and that 
he is, Chriſt; and that he has a Divine Nature be- 


ſides, which is eternally and unchangeably the 
ſame, which is the Root of the Stability and firm 
Performance of all his Offices for us- This Creed 
we muſt hold faft, and make it the Standard of 
other Doctrines, by this to try whether they agree 
or diſagree with this fundamental Notion of Jeſus 
Chriſt, And 'tis to be obſerv'd, tis uſual in Scrip- 
ture to ſum up all Chriſtianity in a right Belief 
about Jeſus Chriſt, as the Centre and Foundation 


of all revealed Religion, x Cor. 3. 11. Eph. 2. 20. 


Matt. 16. 16. Acts 8. 37. as I have more than once 


obſerved. Further Proofs of Chriſt being Eternal 


and unchangeable are left to another Place. 
ARGUMENT VII. 
HAT Doctrine, which in Scripture is call d 


Hereſy and Antichriſtian, muſt needs be a 


fundamental Error. But the Denial of the proper 
Godhead of Chriſt and the Trinity are called in 

Scripture Hereſy and Antichriſtian. 
THIS Argument is founded upon two Texts 
of Scripture ; one is, 2 Pet. 2. 1. But there were falſe 
Prophets 


* . 
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Prophets alſo among the People, as there ſhall be alſo 
falſe Teachers among you, who privily ſhall bring in 
damnable Herefies, even denying the Lord that bought 
them, and bring upon themſelves ſwift Deſtruction. 
The other is, 1 John 2. 22. Who is a Liar, but he 
that denitth that Jeſus is the Chriſt? He is Antichriſt 
that denieth the Father and the Son. ver. 23. V boſo- 
ever denieth the Son, the ſame hath not the Father. - 
As to the firſt of theſe Texts, whatever Indig- 
nation it may occaſion to tell of falſe Teachers and 
damnable Herefies, in denying the Lord that bought them, 
I do not mention it to make any Man odious, bur 
only to make thoſe Opinions ſo, that many are un- 
awares led into; nor ſhould I mention it for that 
End, if I did not truly believe theſe Words ſpoken 
of thoſe that deny the Godhead of Chriſt, and the 
infinite Value of that Blood by which we are properly 
bought out of the Hands of God's Juſtice' and 
Satan's Malice and Power. To deny the Lord that 
bought us, is to deny that we are properly bought, by 
denying Chriſt as to his Godhead, which gives a 
purchaſing Value to his Sufferings. == 
T iz Reaſons why I believe this is ſpoken of 
Chriſt that bought us, and not of God the Father, 
as ſome have interpreted it, are theſe: 1. If theſe 
falſe Teachers deny'd God, they muſt be Atheiſts; 
and 'tis ſtrange to me how Atheiſts ſhould creep 
into the Church, and become Miniſters of it, and 
privily bring in Atheiſm among Profeſſors, and 
how any ſhould be capable to be deceived by 
them to deny God. 2. Becauſe thoſe Hereticks, 


againſt which Expoſitors ſay this Place is levell'd, 
and which were then ſprung up in the Church, did, 


indeed, own God, but denied Chriſt, And, 3. Be- 
cauſe much of the Streſs of their Sin lies upon 
this Word bought them, denying the Work of Re- 


demption. If Chriſt's Blood had not an equivalent 
H Merit 


FO 
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Merit in it; and if Chriſt was not God, and his 
Blood was not the Blood of God, as it is called, 
Act, 20. 28. how are we bought either by Father 
or Son? This Fext and many others ſay we are 
bought, properly bought, bought with a Price, with a 
Full Price, not with corruptible Things, but with 
precious Blood; God hath purchaſed the Church 
with his own Blood. Here lies the Error in the 
Text, to deny that we are bought, by denying 
Chriſt as to his Godhead, which gives a Merit 
and purchaſing Value to his Sufferings. And fur- 
ther, 4. The Word Secgôrus, which is ſaid to be 
apply'd only to the Father, is moſt frequently in 
Scripture the Title of Maſters, which purchaſe 
Slaves with their Money, and therefore are called 
deonoTer, 1 Tim. 6. 1, 2. 2 Tim. 2. 21. Titus 2. 9. 
1 Pet. 2, 18. which Way of becoming Maſter, is 
evidently that which is alluded to in the Text, and 
1s moſt appropriate to Chriſt, who has bought us 
as Slaves with his own Blood, out of the Slavery 
of Sin and Satan, and the Terrors of the Law, 
and thereby is acknowledged to have acquired the 
Lordſhip and Dominion over us. It Dr. J/hitby 
ſays, SeoT6Ty; is applied only to God the Father, 
Grotius in Pool, and other great Expoſitors, think 
otherwiſe. [See Pool's Synop. in loc.] Dr. Whitby 
himſelf applies the very ſame Word to Chriſt, in 
his Paraphraſe on 2 Tim. 2. 21. And further, 5. 
Becauſe that Text, Jude ver. 4. which ſpeaks of 
the ſame Matter with this in Peter, is thought to 
be whoily ſpoken of Chriſt, for ſuch Reaſons as 
you ſee in Manton [p. 22 2.] and Jenkins [ p. 16. 2.] 
upon Jude, who treat largely upon that Text. 
They alledge, that there is no Article in the 
Greek to diſtinguiſh Chriſt from God, but that the 
Words of Jude may naturally be read thus--- Deny- 
ing the only Lord God, even our Lord Jeſus Chriſt. 
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and a Son in the ſame Godhead. My Reaſons are 
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To deny the proper Satisfaction of Chriſt, that 
there is a full Equivalent paid, is to deny that we 
are bought and to deny the proper Godhead of 
Chriſt, whoſe infinite Merit gave a purchaſing 
Value to his Sufferings, is to deny the Lord that bought 
us. I appeal this Senſe to plain People, for whom 
the Scriptures were written. As for that other 
Text, 1 John 2. 22. Who is a Liar, but he that de- 
nieth that Jeſus is the Chriſt ? He is Antichriſt that de- 
nieth the Father and the Son: He that denieth the Son 
hath not the Father, By denying the Son here is meant 
the denying the Godhead of the Son, which I 
have proved is the ordinary Meaning of this 
Phraſe. The Apoſtle is not ſpeaking of Jews, 
that deny Chriſt to be the Meſſiah, but of thoſe 
who had been Chriſtian Profeſſors, ver. 1 9. 

To deny Chriſt is the Son of God, is to deny 
that he is the Chriſt, all his Offices being found- 
ed on his eternal Sonſnip. To deny the Father 
and the Son is not meant of Atheiſm, or denying 
the natural Notion of God ; but it is meant of the 
Trinity, the revealed Notion of God, as a Father 


theſe : 1. Becauſe the whole Scope of the Context 
ſhews, That the Apoſtle is not ſpeaking of 
Atheiſts, but of falſe Chriſtians. 2. Becauſe, ver. 
21. the Apoſtle ſpeaks of Lying againſt the Truth ; 
which is evidently meant of revealed Truth, thar 
was known and profeſs'd as the peculiar Badge of 
Chriſtians, ver. 19. The Belief of a God is not 


_ peculiarly a Chriſtian Truth, tis the Fundamental 


of Natural Religion; but 'tis God, Father, Sn, and 
Holy Ghoſt, is the Fundamental of revealed Religion 
as ſuch. He that denieth God is of no Religion; but 
tis he that denieth Chriſt that is not of the Chri/- 
tian Religion, which the Apoſtle is evidently ſpeak- 


ing of. And further, 3. That denying the Father the 


H 2 Apoſtle 
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Apoſtle ſpeaks of, is ſuch as may denominate a 
Man Antichriſt; He is Antichriſt who denieth the 
Father ; which evidently ſhews *tis meant of ſome 
Notion about God, that Chriſt hath revealed; and 
he ſhews his Enmity to Chriſt, by refuſing to re- 
ceive the Revelation which Chriſt gives, that is, 
of a Father and a Sn in the Godhead. And fur- 


ther, 4. Tis not meant of Atheiſm, becauſe the 


denying the Father and Son are put upon the ſame 


Bottom. He is as much Antichriſt that denieth the 


Son, as he that denieth the Father; for it follows, He 
that denies the Son hath not the Father; whereas 
Atheiſm is a greater Sin, and would have been pur 
upon a different Bottom from denying the Son. 5. It 
is eyident that ſuch a Notion of denying the Father 
and Son is meant, as that the denying the One in- 


fers the denying the other, He that denies there 


* is a Sn in the Godhead, denies that there is in 


e the Godhead a Father; but he that owns a Son 


* in the Godhead, owns a Father conſequently.” 
And *tis denying ſuch a relative, Notion of God 
the Apoſtle ſpeaks of, wherein denying a Father, 
and denying the Son, is the ſame Thing; and to 


deny One is to deny both; and *tis called Antichriſt, 


becauſe tis to deny the Revelation Chriſt has given 
us of this Matter. EN IM a . 


ARC UMENT VIII. 


HAT Doctrine, which is at the Head and 

Root of Chriſtianity, as a reveal'd Religion, 
mult needs be Fundamental ; But the Doctrine of 
Chriſt, as proper God, is at the Head and Root 
of Chriſtianity as a revealed Religion. 


I SyaLr clear this Argument, by conſidering 


ſome of the great Doctrines of Chriſtianity that 
depend upon the true Godhead of — Tf 
| — 25 Chriſt 
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Chriſt was not truly and properly God, he could 
not be truly and properly Mediator. Now, Chriſt 
was truly and properly Mediator, 1 Tim. 2. 5. 
Gal. 3. 20. Heb. 8. 6. c. Moſes was a Mediator, 
Abraham was a Mediator; Inſtruments and Crea- 
tures have been Mediators : But when 'tis ſaid, 
1 Tim. 2. 5. There is one Mediator, it implies theſe 
were not Mediators properly and truly, but Chriſt 
only is ſuch. Now, Chriſt could not be truly and 
properly Mediator, unleſs he could perfectly under- 
ſtand the Rights of the Godhead which he was to 
take care of; and none could truly and perfectly 
underſtand the Rights of the Godhead, but he 
that is truly God as well as Man; for the Excel- 
lency, Majeſty, Purity, and Juſtice of the God- 
head being infinite and incomprehenſible, none but 
an infinite Being could comprehend and judge per- 
fectly of them. Let none ſay this might be commu- 
nicated; for a Comprehenſion of God is incommu- 
nicable to a finite Being; and without a Compre- 
henſion of God, the Mediator could not judge per- 
fectly of his Excellencies and Rights, and the In- 
jury and Affronts Sin had done him. He was the 


moſt wiſe and compaſſionate of Men, that he 


might truly reſent our Miſery, and know perfectly 
what would effectually relieve us; and he was as 


perfectly God, that he might take care of the In- 


jured Rights of the Godhead. 

2. I Chriſt was not truly and properly God, he 
could not be truly a Surety, to anſwer the De- 
mands God had upon Mankind, Heb. 7. 22. Chriſt 
was made the Surety of a better Covenant. A Surety 
ſtrictly he could not be, that the Thing God de- 
manded . ſhould:be paid; for that was the Lives of 
all Mankind; but a Surety largely he might be that 
there ſhould be a full Equivalent paid, ſufficient to 
indemnify Gad's injured Honour. But this none 
n e could 
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could pay but one that was God; for it was not the 
Lives of all Mankind this Surety was to engage for ; 
but he muſt buy off that Eternal Death that all 
Mankind were liable to; For tis ſaid expreſly tis 
Jeſus that delivers us from the Wrath to come, 1 The. 
1. 10. that is, from Eternal Torments. Now, none 
could be Surety that the Eternal Torments of all 


Mankind ſhould be anſwer'd for, but he that could 


pay a Life and Blood of Value enough to buy it 
off; and this could be done by none but him that 
was God. | 

3. Ir he was not God, he could not he a proper 
Redeemer, Purchaſer, or Ranſomer, as the Lord 
Chriſt is. *Tis ſaid, P/al. 49. 7.8. None of them 
could by any means redeem his Brother, or give to God a 
Ranſom for his Soul ; for the Redemption of their Soul 
is precious, and it ceaſeth forever. Now, if no Man 
can buy for another a temporal Life, who can buy 
for all Men eternal Life, or buy off from all Men 
eternal Death, but he who was God as well as 
Man, and whoſe Life receiv'd an infinite Value 
from its Union with the Godhead ? Now, tis ſaid 
expreſly, we are bought with a Price, that we are not 
bought with corruptible Things, but with precious Blood, 
that he gave his Life a Ranſom for many, Matt. 20. 28. 
a Ranſom for all, 1 Tim. 2. 8. that we have Redemp- 
tion thro his Blood, Eph. 1. 7. nay, that he hath ob- 
tained Eternal Redemption for us by his own Blood, 
Heb. 9. 12. and ver. 22. tis ſaid without Blood there 
was no Remiſſion; and that the Blood of Bulls and 
Goats could not do, &9uverov, it was impoſſ;ble, c. 10. 
v. 4. and therefore tis ſaid, Acts 20. 28. The Church 
of God, which he hath purchaſed with his own Blood. 
Now, can God be ſuppoſed ſo to deceive Man- 
kind, if there be no Propriety in thoſe Phraſes ? 
And what Propriety can there be in them, if there 
was not a Value in the Life and Blood that oy. 
Paid, 


Cem ' 
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aid, properly to redeem, purchaſe and buy of eternal 
Peach from us? And whence could that Value 
ariſe, but from this, that it was the Blood of him 


that was God ? If the Blood of Chriſt be not a 


Price of equivalent Value, we are not redeemed, 
bought, or ranſomed at all, and there is no Pro- 
priety in thoſe Words. Further, RN 

4. Ir Chriſt were not properly God, he conld 
not be properly our Prieſt to be a Sacrifice for ns. 
It-was requiſite in him that offered himſelf a Sacri- 
fice for us, that his Life ſhould be his own ; "twas 
not proper to ſacrifice tor another's Debt with that 
which was another's Right. If Chriſt was entire- 
ly ſubje& to his Father, his Life was as much his 
Father's as the Life of any Creature. When the 
Pſalmiſt ſpeaks of the Inſufficiency of Sacrifices, 
he gives this Reaſon, that theſe Sacrifices were 


antecedently his own; I will take no Bullock out of 


thy Houſe, nor He-Goat out of thy Fields; all the Beaſt 
of the Forreſt are mine, and the Cattle upon a thouſand 


Hills. If I uere hungry I would not tell thee, for all 


the World is mine, Plal. 50. 8. Now, this Argu- 
ment muſt take in the Sacrifice of Chriſt too, if 
he be a purely inferior Being ; whereas we know 
Chriſt laid ſtreſs upon it, his Life was his own, not as 
the Life of another is, for there could be no need 
to tell us of that, but in a more eminent manner ; 
otherwiſe there could be no Force in the Argu- 
ment: And therefore he tells ns, John 10. My Fu- 
ther loveth me, becauſe I lay down my Life. I lay it 
down of myſelf ; no Man taketh it from me; I have 
Pouer to lay it down, and I have Power to take it again. 
Heb. 9. 12. By his own Blood he entred once into the 
Holy Place. Rev. 1. 5. He waſhed us from our Sins in 
his own Blood; and therefore great Streſs is laid 
upon this, that he offered himſelf, Heb. 9. 14. 
ho throngh the eternal Spirit offered himſelf. Gal. 1. 4. 


No 
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Who , gave himſelf for our Sins. Eph. 5. 2. Chriſt, 


who hath loved us, and given himſelf for us an Offering. 
Titus 2. 14: Lo gave himſelf for us. Chriſt mult 
be ſuppoſed to have more than ordinary Power 
over his own Life, that ſo great a Streſs is laid up- 
on this, that he gave up himſelf. When tis ſaid, 
John 10. 18. This Commandment have I received of my 
Father; ſhall it be inter'd thence, that he had no 
more Power over his own Lite, or Right in his 
Life, than another Being that is abſolutely under 
Command? What Force is there then in the 
Apolile's or Pſalmiſt's Arguing aforementioned; 
or what Merit in his voluntary dying, different 
from a Martyr's that dies willingly, when called 
thereto ? The Text therefore mult be underſtood 
of a Command to him as Man, or of a Will of 
his Father, that, as Mediator, he voluntarily, and 
by Compact, made himſelf ſubject to. 

5. Ir Chriſt were not God, he could not be 
ſuch a Sacrifice as would make up the Deficiency 
of all the legal Sacrifices. Twas of him the Sa- 
crifices were Types, twas to him in ſacrificing 
they were all to have an Eye. The Apoſtle tells 
us, Heb. 9. 9. That the Gifts and Sacrifices could not 
male him that did the Service perfect, as pertaining to 
the Conſcience, ver. 23. It was therefore neceſſary, that 
the Patterns of Things in Heaven ſhould be purified 
with theſe, but the Heavenly Things themſelves with 
better Sacrifices than theſe; that is, Sacrifices 
could avail to Things that were legal and typical; 
but there was abſolute need of better Sacrifices, 
to avail for Things Spiritual and Eternal; for tis 
only the Blood of Chriſt can ſatisfy God and ſanc- 
tify us: and therefore Heb. 10. from 1. to 12. the 
Apolile ſhews, that the legal Sacrifices could not 
make the Comers thereto perfect; that therefore they 
needed to offer them frequently; but that Chriſt 


needed ; 
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heeded to offer himſelf but once ; and v. 14. by 
once offering, he hath for ever perfected thoſe who are 
ſanctiſied. So Heb. 9. 14. How much more ſhall the 
Blood of Chriſt, who thro' the eternal Spirit offered him- 
Self up, without Spot to God, purge our Conſciences from 
dead Mors? The plain Scope of the Apoſtle, in 
all theſe Arguings, ſhews, that all the legal Sacri- 
fices, offered never ſo often, had no Virtue at all 
to purchaſe the Remiſſion of One Sin; but the 
once ſacrificing of Chriſt hath perfectly ſatisfied 
God, ahd perfectly ſanctifies us. Is it not plain 
that the Apoſtle argues from the intrinſick Value of 
the Sacrifices themſelves, and not from God's Ac- 
ceptance only? For God did appoint the legal 
Sacrifices ; and would God appoint what he would 
not accept, it the Value aroſe only from his Ac- 
ceptance? whereas the Apoſtle lays the Value of 
Chriſt's Sacrifice upon this, that he was God's own 
Son; that his Blood was his own eminently ; that, 
thro' the eternal Spirit, he offered himſelf up without 
Spot to God; that is, his own divine Nature, which 
is an eternal Spirit ; and therefore ſtiled The Spirit 
of Holineſs. | 

6. Ir Chriſt be not God, he cannot be a Prieſt 
to intercede. Chriſt's Interceſſion is in the Nature 
of a Demand of what he hath purchaſed, and has 
a Right to. So, P/al. 2. Ask of me, and I will give 
thee the Heathen for thine Inheritance; John 17. 24. 
Father, I will that thoſe whom thou haſt given me be 


with me where I am, &c, and therefore, v. 4. he 


pleads his Purchaſe, I have finiſhed the Work which 
thou gaveſt me to do, How can Chriſt claim theſe 
Things as his Right, if he has not purchaſed them, 
and paid a valuable Price? And therefore, John 
14. 13. Whatfocever ye ſhall ask the Father in my Name, 
I will do it. And again, v. 14. If you ſhall ask any 
thing in my Name, 1 i it. Is not this taking 

too 
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too much upon him, if he is purely inferior, if he 
has not a Right to beſtow what he has purchaſed ? 


He ſays, not only the Father will do it, as John 15. 
16. but I will do it; and repeats it twice, to ſhow 


that it's his Right, and in his Power, as well as 
the Father's, Heb. 7. 25. He is able to ſave to the utter- 
moſt, ſeeing he ever liveth to make Interce(ſjon, How 


can this be accounted for but thus ---- The Value 


of his Blood will never ceaſe, and he ever lives to 
plead his Purchaſe ? And therefore, his Ability to 


ſave to the utmolt is properly his own, becauſe 


*tis his purchas'd Right: And ſo Heaven is a 

urchaſed Poſſeſſion, and he has a Power to give 
eternal Life; and he demands it for Believers, who 
are a purchaſed People | Eph. 1. 14. 1 Pet. 2. 9. 
Becauſe, ſays he, I live, je ſhall live alſo. He takes 
it upon himſelf, becauſe I live. He ſtands as a 
Lamb ſlain, preſenting the Memorials of his 
Death, and pleading the Merits of his Sufferings ; 
like that in Ovid's Metam. 


Et fi mihi non datis Arma, 
Date huic & oftendit ſignum penetrale Minervæ. 


So that the Prevalency of Chriſt's Interceſſion is 


founded upon the Value of his Sufferings, received 
from his being God. And further, 
7. Ie he were not God, he could not know all 


the Sins and Wants, Temptations and Afflictions, 


Groans and Diſtreſſes, of all his People, in all 
Times and Places, which he bears all upon his 
Heart, like the High Prieſt, who was to bear the 
Names of the Twelve Tribes upon his Breaſt when he 
went in to Miniſter, Exod. 28. 12, 29. Saith the 
Apoſtle, Le have not an High Prieſt who cannot be 


touch'd with the feeling of our Infirmities. The People 
of God would not for a World be rob'd of this 


Comfort, 


r 
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Comfort, that Chriſt in Heaven knows perfectly 
how it is with them on Earth, is touch'd with their 
Caſe, and makes it his own. He is afflicted in all 
their Affliction; how can this be, if he be not 
God ? As God, he knows their Caſe perfectly; and 
as Man, he is capable to be touch'd with true Sym- 
pathy. 

8. Ix Chriſt is not God, he cannot be ſuch a 
Propher as he undertakes to be. He not only under- 
takes to teach the Ear, which is all that Miniſters 
or Prophets can do, but to teach the Heart, and to 
give a new Heart, and to opex Mens Eyes, and to 
turn them from Darkneſs to Light, Acts 26. 18. Heb. . 
12, 13, 14. ſeems to ſpeak of the Perſon Logos, as 
a molt clear Proof of Chriſt's proper Godhead, Cav 
yp 6 Noyes T8 Os, ua evepyys, the Logos, or Word 
of God, is living, and works powerfully in us; is a 
Diſcerner of the Thoughts and Intents of the Heart, 
ver. 13. There is no Creature that is not manifeſt in his 
Sight, for all things are naked and open before the Eyes of 
him (7. e. the Logos mentioned in the former Verſe.) 
Ver. 14. Wherefore ſeeing we have ſo great an High- 
Prieſt, i. e. as is juſt before deſcribed, &c. And 
further, If Chriſt were not God, he could not per- 
fectly know the Will of God, as he is deſcrib'd to 
do, Fchn 1.18. John 11. 27. nor could he give us a 
perfect Law: Therefore he ig the Oue Laugiver. He 
is not as other Prophets, but he is the Lord God of 
the Holy Prophets, Rev. 22. 6. 16. compared. He 
ſends them, and gives them Commiſſion, reveals his 
Will to them, and gives them their Inſtructions; 
John, that was a Prophet of the Higheſt, was his Pro- 
phet, Lule 1. 26. The Apoſtles were his Miniſters; 
the Angels that were ſent upon Meſſages, were ſent 
by him; I Jeſus have ſent mine Angels to teſtify theſe 
thing. 1 ain the Root and Offspring of David; God 
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as well as Man, the Root as God, and the Off- 
ſpring as Man, Rev. 22. 

9. Tur Godhead of Chriſt runs into his 
Example, to make him a perfect Pattern of Divine 
Excellencies and Humane Virtues. Before we had 
our Pattern in God, ſhining forth in his ordinary 
Works ; ; Now we have for our Pattern a God Incar- 


nate, making his Perfections ſhine out in his Hu- 


mane Nature, like the Sun in a Lanthorn of Fleſh : 
So that he that hath feen him, hath ſeen the Father ; he 
that hath known him, hath known the Father, be- 
cauſe their Nature is one, and their Perfections are 
one. Thus the Life of Chriſt gives a brighter Idea 
of what an Excellent Being God is, than ever we 
had, or were like to have had otherwiſe: Nor can 
any Man read over the Life of Chriſt, and obſerve 
that Perfection of Knowledge, of Wiſdom, of Ho- 
lineſs, of Goodneſs, of Power, of univerſal Benefi- 
cence, but muſt needs ſay, Non vox hominem ſonat. 
He was very God in Fleſh, original and perfect 
God, and the Luſtre of his Godhead ſhining forth 
in ſuch a perfect Diſplay of the Divine Perfections, 
were the Works that were to teſtify of him what 
he was: For the Holineſs of his Doarine and Life, 
the Goodneſs of his Miracles, were as great Evi- 
dence what he was, as the Power he pur forth in 
em; and there is certainly more Perfection in eve- 
ry Part of Chriſt's Life, to prove that he was truly 
and properly God, than there can be in a ſingle 
Text, or a ſingle Argument; for his whole Life 
was one continued Argument to prove his true Di- 
vinity ; for juſt ſuch a one we muſt ſuppoſe God 


would have ſhewn himſelf, if he ſhould appear in 


Fleſh, except the Firm of a Srvant. And whoever 
ſeriouſly views and conſiders the Life of Chriſt, 
mult needs lay, God Was 7 Chrife reconciling the Nor Id 
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unto himſelf, 2 Cor. 5. 19. And therefore, Eph. 5. 1. 
Be ye Followers of God, as dear Children, and walk in 
Love, as Chriſt alſo hath loved us. To imitate the 
Love of Chriſt, is to be Followers of God, as dear 
Children : for the Love of Chriſt was the perfect 
Love of a God, 1 John 3. 16. Hereby perceive we the 


Love of God, becauſe he laid down his Life for s. No 


inferior Being could have had or ſhewn ſuch a Per- 
fection of Love: And wherein is the Love of the 
Father, in the New Teſtament, magnified above 
the Love of the Son, when yet Love was that Di- 
vine Perfection that had deſignedly the chief Illuſ- 
tration? 

10. THE Godhead of Chriſt runs into the Death 
of Chriſt to make the Sufferings of a few Hours an 
Equivalent for the Eternal Torments every Man 
was liable to. Whence could it ariſe, that the Life 


of One could be worth the Lives of ſo many ; and 


that the Sufferings of a few Hours ſhould be deem'd 
Equivalent for Torments that would have been to 
all Mankind eternal? What can account for this, 
but to ſay with the Centurion, Truly this was the 
Son of God ? Pol nes e 

11. Ir there was no need of an infinite Satisfac- 


tion, ariſing from Chriſt's being God, it leſſens in 


Mens Thoughts that infinite Evil there is in Sin, 
and tends to leſſen the Impreſſion it ſhould make upon 
the Soul ; and tends to weaken that Awe that the 
ſtern Juſtice of God is apt to ſtrike upon the Mind 
from the Notion of his inſiſting upon full Satisfac- 
tion and Reparation, that God might be juſt, and 
yet a Juſtifier, Row. 3. 26. might give Juſtice full 
Satisfaction, and Mercy towards Man, a rich and 
full Diſplay. Evil Actions riſe in Demerit and Guilt, 
according to the Objects, but good Actions do not 
ſo; for there is a growing Demerit in Sin, but 
there is no Merit at all in what is good. If there 


is 
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is no need of infinite Satisfaction ariſing from 
Chriſt's Godhead, it leſſens our Idea both of God's 
Holineſs and of God's Love. *Twas an Argument 
of infinite Holineſs to demand an infinite Satisfac- 
tion, and an Argument of infinite Love to provide 
it. And if there was no need of an infinite Satiſ- 
faction, it can't be ſaid there was need of any; 


and how can it be accounted for that God ſpared 


uot his own Son, but laid upon him ſuch a heavy Load 
of Sufferings? Further, 

12. THE Godhead of Chriſt runs into his Re- 
ſurrection, Rom. 1. 4. He was declared to be the Son of © 
God with Power by his Reſurrection from the Dead. 
(1.) What was Chriſt let out of Priſon for, but to 
fignity that the Debt was fully paid by the grear 
Value of his Sufferings, which makes amends for 
the ſhort Duration of em? Alſo (2.) To ſhew the 
Power Chriſt hath over Death, Acls 2. 24. (3.) His 
Reſurrection being aſcrib'd to himſelf, as his own 
Act, is a perfect Demonſtration of his Godhead ; 
for none but God can raiſe the Dead, ard he muſt 
be God that had Power to raiſe himſelf : Deſtroy 
the Temple of this Body, and in three Days I will raiſe 
it up. And (4.) the Reſurrection of all others is 


aſcrib'd to him, Mark 14. 58. John 5. 25, 28. He 


raiſes himſelf as an Earneſt ot his Power to raiſe 
others, John 11. 25. 1am the Reſurrection and the Life. 
Matth. 27. 52, 53. Many that were dead aroſe, and 
came forth, as a Retinue to the Prince of Life, AC 
3. 15. 1 Cor. 15. 20. the Apoſtle proves the Certain- 
ty of Believers Reſurrection from the Certainty of 
Chriſt's. The Inference is clear and ſtrong, ariſing 
from Chriſt's Power, but chicfly from his Purchaſe, 
becauſe he has paid the full Price, and is himſelf 
acquitted ; and therefore the Reſurrection 1s called 
the Redemption of our Bodies, Rom. 8. 23. So that 
the Reſurrection of the Bodies of Belicvers * the 

"Tut 


** A N - Ons evans * 
8 | 
| 


provid FUNDAMENTAL: 71 


Fruit both of Chriſt's Power and Purchaſe, both 
which ſuppoſe his Godhead. And further, (5.) why 

is there in Scripture ſuch a Streſs laid upon the Re- 
ſurrection of Chriſt above all other Things, ſo that 

the Apoſtle ſhould ſay, 1 Cor. 15. 14, 17. F Chrift 

be not raiſed from the Dead, our Preaching is vain, and 

your Faith is vain; and in many other Places; but 
only to note to us, that he was perfect in his ſaving 

Skill > For by that one Thing he demonſtrated his 

perfect Victory over the utmoſt of Man's Malice, 

over Satan's Rage, Policy and Power ; that he had 
conquer'd Death, ſweeten'd and perfum'd the Grave 
for Believers, and fully diſcharged all their Debt : 

All which does {ſuppoſe the infinite Value and Vir- 

tue of his Death. And Chriſt's Reſurre&ion muſt 

be from himſelf, in Conjunction with his Father and 
the Holy Ghoſt, ro whom *cis alſo frequently aſ- 
crib'd, Rom. 8. 11. 1 Pet.3. 18. Rom. 1. 4. or other- 
wiſe the Victory that he thereby got over Satan 
and the Grave, could not be fo intirely aſcribed to 

| him as it is, Heb. 2. 14, 15. Col. 2. 15. Eph. 4. 8. 

13, TuREH Godhead of Chriſt runs into his : 

Kingly Office and Exaltation. Chriſt could not 
have the Government of the World and of the l 
Church, to have all put into his Hand, and all | 
Things put under his Feet, if he was not God. 
The Humane Nature of Chriſt could haveno Right | 
by any Sufferings to ſuch an high Exaltation, if his 
Divine Nature had not been united to the Humane, | 
and made his Sufferings ſo perfectly meritorious. * Tis i 
evident in many Texts, that this high Exaltation | 
of Chriſt's Humane Nature to have a Share in the 
Lordſhip and Government of the whole World com- 
mitted to him, was a Reward of his Sufferings, 
John 5. 27. Phil. 2. 8. Pſal. 110. 7. Rom. 14. 9. Heb. 
2. 9. Rev. 5.12. Now whence could hisSufferings 
merit ſuch an Exaltation, but from its Union with 

the 
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the Godhead, which gave ſuch a vaſt Value to his 
Sufterings, as to make them meritorious of all this 
for himſelf, and of Grace and Glory for all Belie- 
vers, Rev. 5. 12. Worthy is the Lamb which was ſlain. 
zo receive Power, and Riches, and Wiſdom, and Strength, 
and Honour, and Glory and Bleſſing. Now what Me- 
rit or Worthineſs could there be in the Obedience 
and Sufferings of a Being merely inferior, and at 
Command, of ſuch an high Exaltation and Glory 
for himſelf, and for all Believers with him? 
But while all theſe Things are reckon'd to his 
Humane Nature, as a Reward of his Sufferings, 
they are yet reckon'd to him as his Right on the 
Account of his Sonſhip ; upon which Account he 
is diſtinguiſh'd from a Servant, and the Church is 
reckon'd to be his own upon the Account of his 
Sonſhip, Heb. 3.5, 6. Heb. 1. 4. He is ſaid to be 
made better than the Angels, as he hath by Inheritance ob- 
tained a more excellent Name than they; and therefore, 
when the Firſt-born was brought into the World, all the 
Angels of God are commanded to worſhip him. And 
further, MY. + 

14. Ir Chriſt had not been God as well as Man, 
the governing and judging the whole World conld 
not have been given to him: To be Lord over all 
could not have been given to the Humane Nature, 
if it had not been in Union with the Divine. He 
will not give ſuch a vaſt Glory to another ; it 1s 
an inalienable Right of the Crown of Heaven. 
The univerſal Government is founded in Creation, 
Preſervation and Redemption: Chriſt is both Cre- 
ator, Pre ſerver and Redeemer, and therefore has a 
Right to be univerſal Governor. If Chriſt were 
an inferior and a diſtin& Being, he could have no 
Right, neither could God give away the Ma- 
nagement to another; as if (ne vacat exiguis rebus 


adeſſe Jovi, or as if) it ſuited with the true Nene 
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of God to a& all by Inſtruments, and himſelf to 
ſeem above it, is a Notion very unbecoming him 
who is Optimus as well as Maximus. He is good, 
aud doth good ; and there 1s no Notion of God more 
becoming than to conſider him as a Being perfectly 
| adtive in the Communications of himlelt. 
15. NEITAHER was the Lord Chriſt capable to 
overn all the World and the Church now, and to 
judge all the World at laſt, if he were not proper 
God. All the Worlds were put under Chriſt's Go- 
vernment : He has the Keys of Death and of 
Hades, and he manages every thing that belongs 
to any Creature ; a all Things are put in- 
to his Hands, and under his Feet : He manages 
always, and he manages perfectly; and his Go- 
vernment over Men, is over their Thoughts and 
Hearts, to judge not only of their Actions, but of 
all the Circumſtances, Aggravations and Extenua- 
| tions, ſo as to paſs a perfect Judgment. Now here 
| muſt be infinite Wiſdom, infinite Power, infinite 
Juſtice, infinite Holineſs. A finite Meaſure will 
not do; and he that will make any Being capable 
of this, muſt make him a perfe& and an infinite 
God. Infinite Perfections Chriſt cannot have, if 
he be not God. God's Perfections are his Eſſence, 
and wherever the Perfections are, his Eſſence is. 
He that hath a Plenitude of Divine Perfections, 
muſt needs have with it a Fulneſs of the Divine 
Eflence; nor can a finite Being be ſuppoſed to 
weild or manage an infinite Perfection; nor can 
there be a made God, a Being made infinite, or 
endowed with Perfections properly infinite; for 
that mult be an infinite Eſſence. What is capable 
do take in an infinite Perfection, muſt have an inh- 
nite Capacity. | 
BESID ES, there is in God a Concatenation of 
Perfections; where one is, there are all: and this 
1 18 
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is one of the beſt Arguments from the Light of 
Nature, to clear up, and eſtabliſh the Notion of a 
God, by arguing from one Perfc&ion to another, 
and from ſome to all, as Mr. Charnock and Mr. How, 
&c. have demonſtrated. Now, to ſuppoſe Chriſt 
to have one or ſome infinite perfections to govern 
or judge the World withal, will infer, that he has 
all Perfections; and ſo, that he is truly and pro- 
| erly God. And indeed he muſt have all Divine 
erfections, or he cannot undertake it, and go thro' 
| with it perfectly. I ſhall reſerve a large Debate of 
this Matter to another Place. Thus I have fhewn 
that the Offices of Chtiſt are grounded upon his 
Godhead, and do depend thereupon; therefore, 
when he is call'd the Meſſiah or Chriſt, which de- 
ſeribe the Offices the Scripture reveals do belong 
to him, the very Word ſuppoſes his Deity or God- 
head, without Which he is uncapable to be univerſal 
and perfect Prophet, Prieſt and King, to the whole 
World and Church. Neither can the Notion of Chriſt's 
Offices, in ſuch a vaſt Extent, be rationally taken 
in, without the Belief of his Godhead with it. 
16, Our Adverſaries ſay, They own Jeſus 
Chriſt to be a Saviour, a great Saviour, the only 
Saviour. 'Let us therefore conſider what Saviour 
they can own him to be, that deny him to be Su- 
preme God. There are two Sorts of Saviours 
ſpoken of in Scripture, The Inſtruments of Salva- 
tion are called Saviours, Neh. 9. 27. According to 
thy wonderful Mercy thou didſt ſend Saviours. So Jo 
ſhua was a Saviour; Othniel a Saviour, Judges 6. 
36. and Gideon _ Jehoaha are called Saviours, 
2 King. 13. 5, 6. Theſe are inſtrumental Savi- 
ours. Now thoſe that deny Chriſt to be proper 
God, can only own him an Juftrumental Savi- 
| our, tho' in a much more honourable and high De- 


Bree 3 whereas the Apoſtle tells us, That Chriſt is 
the 
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the Author of Eternal Salvation to all that obey 


him; not an Inſtrument only, but an Author, Heb. 5. 


9. and Heb. 12.2. He is the Author and Finiſher of 
our Faith, By Grace we are ſaved thro' Faith; and 
Chriſt, you ſee, is not only the Iiſtrument, but the 
Author of both Faith and Salvation; and therefore 
Chriſt is called God our Saviour; Titus 2. 10. A- 
dorning the Doctrine of God our Saviour in all things: 
In the Original *tis, 78 owThpog hudv Qc8, the Saviour 
our God. So Titus 1. 3. and Titus 2. 13. Looking for 
the Appearance of the Glory of the great God, even our 
Saviour Feſus Chriſt, as the Words may be tranſ- 
lated, like 1 Cor. 15. 24. Col. 2. 2. God even the 
Father, So 1 Pet. 1. 1. Through the Righteouſneſs 
of our God and Saviour Jeſus Chriſt, (ſo the Greek) 
and Fude 24. 25. To him that is able to keep you from 
falling, and to preſent you blameleſs before the Preſence of 
his Glory : (all which evidently belong to Chriſt's 
Office, as Dr. Manton obſerves, p. 24, 25.) to the 
only wiſe God our Saviour. And when you read 
ſo often in the Old Teſtament of the God of Iſratt 
our Saviour, and, I am God, and beſides me there is no 
Saumur. Ia. 43. 11. J, even I am the Lord, and be- 
ſides me there is no Saviour. Hoſea 13. 4. Thou ſhalt 
know no God but me, for there is no Saviour beſides me. 
And when I find Chriſt ſo often called in the ſtrong- 
eſt Terms, the Saviour of the Body, the Saviour of If- 
rael; the Saviour of the World, the Saviour of all Men, 
it is a great Argument, that he is God the only 
Saviour ſpoken of in the Old Teſtament ; and thar 
the Father and the Son are but one God, and one 
Saviour. Now Chriſt has taken the Humane Na- 
ture into Union with himſelf, he is ſometimes ſpo- 
ken of as the Author, and ſometimes the Inſtrument 
of Salvation; and is indeed both: and it mightily 
confirms, that Chriſt is really God the Saviour, to read 


fuch Places as 1ſa. 59. 16. And he ſaw that there was 
F K 2 nd" 


- —— —— — — D—A—2— — — — — — 


1 
% 
= — es 


538 The Drir v of CHRIST 


uo Man, and he wondered there was no Interceſſor ; there- 


fore his Arm brought Saluntion to him, and his Righte- 


ouſneſs ſuſtained him. So Iſa. 63. 4; 5: Therefore mine 
own Arm brought Salvation unto me. So Hoſea 5. 7. 
I will fave them by the Lord their God. Thus the Fa- 
ther and the Son are but one Saviour; Chriſt as 
God, and one with the Father, the Author; Chriſt as 


God - Man the Inftrument : Whereas thoſe that de- 


ny Chriſt's proper Godhead can only own Chriſt as 


an Inſtrument, in a comparatively low Senſe ; for 


if he be not GOD the Saviour, what Saviour can 
he be? | 


ARGUMENT IX. 


H ar Doctrine which is much at the Root 

of true Devotion, and practical Godlinefs, 

is Fundamental in Chriſtianity : But the Doctrine 
ot the proper Godhead of Chriſt, and the Holy Ghoſt, 
is much at the Root of true Devotion and practical 


| Godlineſs. | 


Tr1s Argument is founded upon the fit Com- 
mandment, which appoints, Thou ſhalt have no other God 
but me; thou ſhalt own no other, worſhip no other; 
to have another Obje& of Worſhip, is to have ano- 


ther God. It is generally own'd, that the firſt 


Command treats of the Obje& of Worſhip, that it 
mult be one God, and Godonly. To have other Gods, 
and to have other Objects of Worſhip, are the ſame 
Thing. | 

Now, *tis acknowledg'd on both ſides, that true 
Devotion muſt be directed to the Father, with ex- 
preſs Dependance upon the Merits of the Son, and 
upon the Aſſiſtance of the Holy Ghoſt. Theſe Acts 


of Dependance upon the Merits of the Son, and on 


the Aſſiſtance of the Holy Ghoſt, are join'd in the 
ſame Prayer, which we direct to the Father; and 
theſe Acts of Dependance are Acts of proper Devo- 

tion, 
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tion, becauſe they are religious and commanded 
Acts of the Mind upon an Object in Devotion. 
Now the Queſtion is, whether the Mind in this 
Devotion has regard to Three Objects or One? If 
the Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt, are Three Beings, 
ve muſt direct our Devotion to them as Three Ob- 
Jes; and in all our Devotion our Mind muſt have 
reſpect to One God and Two Creatures, or to One Great 
God, and Tuo Inferior Ones. And while we thus 
make Three Objects of Worſhip, by directing the 
Acts of the Mind towards Three, we do indeed 
make them Three Gods; for none but God is à 
proper Obje& of our Worſhip, nor can be fit to be 
joined with God as an Object in the ſame Devotion. 
Thou ſhalt worſhip the Lord thy God, and him ouly ſhalt 
thou ſerve. This therefore is to make Father, Son, 
and Holy Ghoſt Three Gods, whatever we own 
'em to be; for if we make em diſtinct Objects in 
the ſame Worſhip, and direct diſtin&t Acts of De- 
votion to them, we make them Three Gods; for 
none can be an Object of Worſhip but God only: 
And thus this Scheme overturns all Chriſtian Wor- 
ſhip, as founded upon the firſt and great Command- 
ment. 
Bor the Truth is, while we direct our Devo- 
tions to the Godhead, as it is in the Father, depend- 
ing upon the Merits of the Godhead of the Son, and 
upon the Aſſiſtance of the Godhead of the Holy 
Ghoſt; here are three Acts, or rather a complex 
Act of Devotion, but only directed to One God 
or Object; according to the different Way of con- 
ceiving of God, the Chriſtian Religion teaches us, 
viz, That there is in God a Father, a Son, and an 
Holy Ghoſt. If you take in only what the Father 
does alone, you have not a full Notion of God, as 
he is revealed; or what the Son does alone, or what 
the Holy Ghoſt does alone; but if you * 
985 What 
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what the Scripture reveals concerning each, togethers 
then you have a true: Notion of the Chriſtian's 
God ; and if you dire& your Devotion to the 
Father, thro' the Merits of the Son, with Depen- 
dence on the Holy Ghoſt, you do then dire& the 
Acts of your Mind to one God, or to one Object 
of Worſhip; but with ſpecial Regard to the diſ- 
tinct Offices that have been perform'd by this 
God, in its diſtin& Perſons or eſſential Principles. 
And thus you worſhip but one God, and direct your 
Worſhip to one Object or Being, according to the 
Manner of conceiving of God the Scripture teaches 
us; but to make three Beings, or three Objects, 
to direct the devout Acts of our Mind to, in the 
ſame Worſhip, is really to make three Gods, and 
ſo directly againſt the firſt Commandment: Let it 
not be ſaid, that we direct our Dependence to 
the Son and Holy Ghoſt as Inſtruments; for we are 
not to truſt to Iaſtruments, nor depend upon Inſtru- 
ments; much leſs are we expreſly to direct the De- 
endence of our Minds to ſubordinate Inſtruments 
in the ſame Act of Devotion which we direct to 
the Principal; but we direct our Devotion to 
Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt, as One God, ac- 
cording to the different Office of each Perſon, and 
its Manner of working. 
As forthe other Branch of this Argument, how 
much practical Godlineſs depends upon the Truth, 
or upon this new Scheme; I only ſay, Take away 
the proper Deity of Chriſt, and of the Holy Ghoſt, and 
that Scheme of holy Truth that depends upon the 
Godhead of each, and you ſink the Awtfulneſs of 
_ Chriſtian Religion; and while you pretend to make 
it a plain, you make ita lean low Thing. For howſo- 
ever myſterious the Scheme of Chriltianity be, as 
centring in the Belief of this revealed Notion of 


God, yet it carries in itſo much Truth, ſo much Har- 
| mony, 
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mony, and ſtrikes ſuch a rational Awe on the Mind, 
that the Reverence of Chriſtianity, and its true Awe 
upon the Mind of Man ſinks with the Belief of it.” Tis 
the manifold Wiſdom of God,in the Contrivance and 
Accompliſhment of Man's Redemption, by the Pur- 
chaſe of God the Son, and the Application of God 
the Holy Ghoſt, with the Scheme of Truth ariſing 
qut of theſe, which is the moſt entertaining and ra- 
viſhing thing in the World. It keeps up both the 
Love and the Awe of the Mind to Chriſtianity, as 
a revealed Religion. And this Scheme of Truth is 
not therefore awful, becauſe I don't underſtand it, 
but ſo far as Ido; and doubtleſs more awful to thoſe 
that underſtand it more. And while I am adoring 
the ſurprizing Complication of Divine Perfections, 
which Chriſtianity reveals, it {till ſurprizes me with 
new Diſcoveries. And while I ſee there is ſo much 
fill left beyond my Comprehenſion and Graſp, it 
ſill keeps up the Deſire of my Mind with Expec- 
tation of more Surprizes. Oh, the Depth of the Ri- 
ches both of the Wiſdom and Knowledge of God ! How 
unſearchable are his Judgments, and his Ways paſt find- 
ing out! Rom. 11. 33. Eph. 3. 18. That you may 
be able to comprehend with all Saints, what is the Breadth, 
and Length, and Depth, and Heighth, and to know the 
Love of Chriſt, which paſſeth Knowledge. Col. 2. 2. 
That their Hearts might be comforted, being knit together 
in Love, and to all Riches, of the full Aſſurance of Un- 
derſtanding, to the Acknowledgment of the Myſtery of 
God, even of the Father, and of Chriſt ; which T hings al- 
fo the Angels defire to look into. 1 Pet. 1. 1 2. To the in- 
tent that now unto the Principalities and Powers in hea- 
venly Places might be known by the Church the manifold 
Hiſdom of God. Men may think it a Merit to brin 
down the higheſt Points of Religion to the 3 
Capacities, as if they imagined it is all capable to 
be comprehended : Bur Religion is more honoured, 
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to ſuppoſe it to be what it really is, a rich Mine 
for the Underſtanding to be always digging in. And 
then as the Awe of Religion ſinks with the Belief 
of its profound and venerable Truths, ſo it ſlackens 
the Reins to Vanity, and to a looſe Converſation. 
An holy Life grows out of a true Faith, and not 
out of a falſe one: We are ſanttified ly the Truth, 
John 17. 17, 19. 

AND what is got by all this, but the eſtabliſh- 
ing Schemes inconſiſtent with themſelves, and one 
another, loaded with Abſurdities and Contradic- 
tions that are real and not imaginary ? as ſhall be 
proved in due place; and ſet up, one would think, with 
no other View by ſome, but to diſturb the quiet Prac- 
tice of ſerious Religion by truly devout Minds, 
and to run all Religion into Diſpute and Conten- 
tion, as if there was nothing true, and nothing 
certain in the World. 


ARGUMENT X. 


FT H ar Controverſy, which on one Side or o- 
ther will rationally infer the Charge of Blaſ- 
phemy and Idolatry, muſt needs be a Controverſy 
about a Fundamental: For Blaſphemy and Idola- 
try are Fundamental Sins, and muſt make that a 
Fundamental Error, that ſuppoſes or infers em.— 
Bur this is the Caſe of the preſent Controverſy ; 
on one Side or other, here will lie the Charge of 
Blaſphemy and Idolatry. If Chriſt be not proper 
Fehovah, it muſt be Blaſphemy to call him fo, and 
Idolatry to worſhip him as ſuch. © If Chriſt be not 
* truly God, (ſays Bp. Burnet) then the Proto- 
* martyr Sephen died in two Acts that ſeem not 
* only idolatrous, but alſo blaſphemous ; becauſe 
* he died in Acts of immediate and direct Worſhip 
eto Jeſus Chriſt, without mention of an higher 
F Q x 
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O the other hand, if Chriſt be proper Fehovah, 


it muſt be Blaſphemy to deny it. To degrade him 


to an inferior Being, muſt be an infinite Diſhonour 
and Afﬀront, and will faſten the Charge of Idolatry 
to ſet up the Son, as another Obje& of Worſhip 


beſides the One God; an Idolatry againſt the Firſt 


Commandment, which is the firſt and groſſeſt Sort of 
Idolatry ; for when tis ſaid, Thou ſhalt have no other 
God before me, or under my Eye, or beſides me, it 
is meant, Thou ſhalt worſhip no other, thou ſhalt 
have no other Obje& of Worſhip. It any would 
ſee this prov d, let him read Daillee de Cultus Reli- 
giofi Objecto. 

Ir it be ſaid, it will not be Blaſphemy or Ido- 
latry, if Men do it out of Principle or Convictior, 
I anſwer -—- Our Ignorance or Miſtakes will not 
alter the Nature of Good or Evil. Theſe are Sins 
too great to be excuſed by the Plea of Ignorance 
or Miſtake. God will judge the World by his 
own Law and Rule, and not by our Miltakes 
about it, and will juſtify that his Revelation was 


plain, and not apt to lead Men into ſuch groſs 


Errors and Sins. Paul was a Blaſphemer and Per- 
ſecutor, while yet he did it ignorantly, and in Un- 
belief. | 


CONCLUSTO N, 


I have here, Chriſtian Reader, laid before thee the 
Grounds upon which we believe the Doctrine of 
the Trinity, and true Deity of Chriſt, to be Fun- 


damental. I now humbly commit it to God (with 


a deep Senſe of my own great Infirmities) to faſten 
the Conviction of this great Truth upon the Mind. 
It this be the Foundation of thy Faith, as a Chrif- 
tian, it muſt be the Bottom of thy Hope; and let 
no Man take it from _ Reader, It there is any 
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one of theſe Arguments, or any one ſingle Text, 
clear and ſtrong to prove the Matter I urge, thou 
art bound to receive it; and I do hereby, in God's 
Name, charge the Evidence of it upon thee. I 
would much rather have offered theſe, and other 
Things, in ſolemn ſet Conference, than thus have 
troubled the World with Diſputes about ſo great a 


Point: But once and again, Mr. H. and Mr. P. 


have urg'd upon me, Write, write! and would 
give us no other ſolemn Way to convince one the 
other. And now that, in compliance with their 


Direction, for whom I have formerly had ſo great 


Eſteem, I do write, what do I expe& from many, 
but the ſame Contempt with which thoſe have 
been treated that have been much my Superiors ? 
But this I defire of thee, good Reader, Let not 
Cavils and Quibbles upon a ſingle Paſſage or No- 
tion move thee to {light what I have written! but 
let you and T look to the main Argument. Have 
I, in the main, provd what I undertook ? Is my 
Evidence clear and full to the Point? The Men we 
have to do with are able to interpret away ſome 
of the plaineſt Texts in the Bible; and therefore 
*ris no wonder if they can find Evaſions for many 
plain Arguments. But if thou findeſt the Argu- 
ment clear and ſtrong, let this ſettle thee, and let 
no one move thee afterwards ; don't hearken to Se- 
ducers. | 

I Have not relied upon Authorities, nor made 
much Uſe of Quotations ; but my Arguments are 
Scripture; and, I hope, clear Reaſonings from 
Scripture, If my Friends accept my poor En- 
deavors, I may go on to publiſh ſome further 
Scripture Evidence I have by me. I muſt confeſs 
to thee, Reader, "tis 4 Grief that has almoſt 
killed me, to ſee ſo many of my Friends gone off 
from the Truth, ſo fully evident in +" 
whic 
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-which our Fathers, upon whoſe Bottom we ſtand, 
were ſo unanimous and clear in. | 

Wurx the Top and Glory of the Diſſenting 
Miniſters, Mr. Baxter, Dr. Manon, Dr. Bates, Dr. 
Jacomb, Mr. Calamy, Mr. Fackſon, &c. were called 
by Commiſſion from K. C. II. to debate Matters 
with the Biſhops, in order to be upon One Bottom, 
theſe great Men did, in their Additions to the Li- 
turgy, in the Office for Celebration of the Lord's 
Supper, direct a diſtinct Prayer to the n and the 
Holy Gheft, tho' Mr. P. doubts to give Glory to 
the Holy Ghoſt | Def. p. ult.] yet our Fathers, upon 
whoſe Stock we are ſpending, thought it not only 
lauful, but neceſſary, ſo neceſſary, as that it ought 
to be made a Part of our publick Worſhip. Nor 
would they have offered it to the Biſhops, if they 
had not been well aſſured it was agreeable to the 
common Faith of Chriſtians, and a Thing that 
would not, or juſtly could not, be excepted againſt 
by learned and good Men, on either Side. You 
may ſee theſe Prayers to the Son and to the Holy 
Ghoſt, in the grand Debate in 61, or in The Hiſtory 
of Nonconformity, or in Dr. Calamy's Abridgment, 
Second Edit. But, Reader, theſe Men of new Faith 
are not only wiſer than all Men, but will certainly 
be made appear, by God's Help, to be wiſer than 
all the Scripture, than all the Bible, from the Firſt 
of Gene/is to the laſt of the Revelations; for the 
Bible begirs with a good Proof of the Trinity, 
and ends with a good Proof of the Deity of 
Chriſt. 929 

I WII I conclude all with an Authority, which 
I hope will have great Weight with all thoſe that 
are under the ſame Obligations with myſelf to the 
Reverend Mr. H. I mean his own : © If he | Chriſt} 


be the eternal Son of God, the only begotten 


Son of God, his Son by an eternal Generation, 
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1 68 25 as to be equal with his Father, ſo.as ily K 
the fame Nature with him, ſo the Son of God as to 
abe of the ſame Duration with his Father.; then 
< muſthe be GOD himſelf. Tis ſtrange that any 
4 Perſon who lives in a Chriſtian Church, who are 
; 4 Med the free Uſe of the Scriptures, mould 
the Divinity of our Saviour! What 

6 © Truth in the whole Book of God is delivered 
© with more Clearneſs? — AND THE wHOLs 
| « © OF THE CHRISTIAN ReliGlon TURNS 
. 4 upoxn. THS Point. [Mr. Hallet's Sermon on 


* : jolw 1. 18. deliver d Anno 1700. 
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